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CRUCIFIXION MESSAGE 


Guest Editorial by S. HARRINGTON LITTELL 


Who Crucified Jesus the Christ? 


There is no way by which Gentiles can throw the full responsibility for Our 
Lord’s death upon the Jews. According to St. Luke, Jesus Himself indicated the 
Gentiles’ share in His rejection and death. ‘Then He took the twelve and said 
unto them, ‘Behold, we go up to Jerusalem, and all things that are written by 
the prophets concerning the Son of man shall be accomplished. For he shall be 
delivered unto the Gentiles, and shall be mocked, and spitefully entreated, and 
spitted on: and they shall scourge Him, and put Him to death: and the third day 
He shall rise again’. And they understood none of these things: and this saying 
was hid from them neither knew they the things which were spoken.” (St. Luke 
18:31-34). “And the whole multitude of them arose, and led Him unto Pilate’. 
(St. Luke 23:1). 


This is the first time where the responsibility of non-Jewish peoples appears. 
The Governor who condemned Our Lord (after three times declaring He was 
innocent) was a Roman citizen, a Gentile. The author of one of the greatest 
letters in the New Testament warns us all that it is possible for Gentiles, even 
now, to “crucify to themselves the Son of God afresh, and to put Him to an open 
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shame.” In St. Luke’s statement given above, the responsibility of the Jews is 
covered by the word “‘delivered’”’. It is well to keep this point in mind, because 


attributing the crucifixion solely to the Jews, which has become traditional in 
Christendom and almost automatic, has stimulated anti-Semitism leading repeat- | 


edly in history to barbarous “reprisals.” 


Why They Hate Jews ee 


A powerful article appeared in Harper's early in 1942 on this subject, by 
Stanley High. 


Why do the enemies of freedom, “from Father Coughlin, the Ku-Klux Klan, | 


and the Christian Front on up in the social scale to the long bars of our ‘best’ 
clubs, hate the Jews?” asks Stanley High. “They hate the Jew because in his 
history and his loyalties, the Jew stands for and is the personification of every- 
thing that they stand against; and because, in his manner of life and, more re- 


cently, his leadership, the Jew has contributed far more than his proportionate ~ 
share to those emancipating enterprises which promise to make the world safe for — 
freedom. The heaviest responsibility that the Jew has to bear is his gift to the world © 
of the Old and New Testaments, the Prophets and Jesus. (Italics ours.) Encom- — 
passed in those gifts are the form and substance, the life and breath of the struggle — 
for freedom which the powers of the world have most desperately sought to — 
suppress.’’ Mr. High also clamps down on those who call Jews “Christ-killers.” — 
He writes: “Guttersnipes, who serve an anti-Semitic purpose without knowing — 
what it is all about, may call the Jews ‘Christ-killers.’ But authentic anti-Semites— 


with their established order to look out for—hate the Jews for no such reason. 


They hate the Jews not because they killed Christ, but because they produced him.” 


(Italics ours.) 


Turn to the Jews! 


When Paul and Barnabas were persecuted following their discourses in the — 


synagogue at Antioch in Pisidia they cried out, ‘““‘Lo, we turn to the Gentiles’. 
Surely the time has come when we Christians should cry “Lo, we turn to the Jews’. 
Now, as frequently in past times, they are in deep distress. We, in our generation, 
can prepare the way of the Lord by showing the Jews our respect, our brotherly 
sympathy; by helping them when the world beats them down. 


ANTI-PROTESTANT CRUSADE 
Editorial by W. STANLEY RYCROFT 


During recent months political developments in Argentina and Bolivia—and 
Argentina again—as well as Senator Butler’s articles in the Reader’s Digest pur- 
porting to expose the alleged squandering of United States’ money in. Latin 
America in the interests of good neighborism, have tended to focus attention more 
than usual on Latin America. 

Generally speaking the public in the United States has been at a loss to under- 
stat.d what is happening in South America. Furthermore, it is now recognized, 
judging by press reports, that the State Department itself revealed its own misread- 
ing of the situation when it gave a too-hasty recognition of the revolutionary govern- 
ment in Argentina last June. That mistake taught caution in dealing with the new 
government in Bolivia. 

Now comes Argentina’s break with the Axis—and the mystery deepens. In its 
editorial of February 7th Life said that the fairly typical reaction to the Argentine 
break was “‘to sit back and say “That’s that. Now every country in Latin America is 
on our side.’ But Argentine authoritarianism was not automatically ended by the 
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decree breaking relations with Germany.” The same editorial says that “the news 
of Argentina’s break with the Axis served as a smokescreen for the real issues 
involved.” 

Let us try to understand what those issues are. In the first place, by playing up 
or over-emphasizing the importance of Nazi propaganda and espionage the press 
has tended to create a wrong impression, namely, that that was all there was. 
Eliminate the Nazis, people thought, and Argentina (that is, the ruling group) 
emotionally and ideologically would be on the side of the democracies. This, how- 
ever, is not the case. An article in the Chicago Sun (February 5th) referred to the 
fact that the Fascist government of Argentina was behaving in a rather peculiar 
fashion for a regime that had just broken with the Axis. Anti-Axis films, for 
example, were still banned from Argentine screens. “‘A public,” . . . says the article 
“excited about democracy is the last thing the Buenos Aires Government desires. 
It is as Fascist today as the day before it broke with the Axis.” 

The real issue then is not so much the existence of German Nazi control but 
powerful authoritarian, conservative forces determined to protect and preserve 
their privileges. To quote Life again: “The forces are strictly Latin-American. 
They are tinged with Spanish influences and have roots in economics.” 

In a manifesto on December 31, 1943 the Mexican Confederation of Workers 
said that Latin American peoples are facing “‘the internal reactionary groups, anti- 
popular and fascist in essence—even if they disclaim all links with Hitler because 
they know he is doomed—groups allied to the most reactionary sectors of the 
Catholic Church and propagating the New Christian Order.” 

The real issue, then, or the basic struggle in Latin America—not only Argentina 
—is the old struggle between the “haves” and the “have-nots,” the privileged and 
the underprivileged. With local variations the pattern is more or less the same 
throughout Latin America. There is a small minority, the landowning group, the 
rich, the powerful, the governing class, and the masses of the people, the under- 
privileged, mostly miserably fed, miserably clothed and housed. In some countries 
more than others there is an incipient slowly emerging middle class, but broadly 
speaking there are two classes—the very rich and the very poor. 

In an article entitled “Argentina: The Thirteen-Year Crisis’ (Forezgn Affairs, 
January 1944) Ysabel Fisk tells how the political scene in Argentina has been 
dominated by the fact that the economic bases of the landowning classes were slip- 
ping away and this group in order to protect its special interests has sought political 
control now for thirteen years. “Its economic life,” she says, ‘‘was at stake, and it 
was fighting for itself, not for Argentina.” 


The powerful minority groups in Latin America see the handwriting on the 
wall. When they hear Vice-President Wallace speak of “the century of the com- 
mon man’”’ they cast about for allies, for ways and means of putting off the evil day 
when the people will demand the rights of decent human living. This march of 
democracy must be stopped somehow, they feel. 

So what do we find? Spokesmen of these groups will even go so far as to con- 
demn Hitler and Mussolini and put on the cloak of democracy in order to befuddle 
the people. In the meantime clever writers are paid for preaching Fascism and His- 
panidad in the press and for stressing the weaknesses of democracy. Those who 
raise their voices in defense of the people’s rights are called Communists. A few 
intellectuals have taken refuge in the reactionary camp and in the Roman Catholic 
Church because they consider it the only force that can save civilization from com- 
plete disintegration in this tragic hour. 

In his significant article* in America Mr. Richard Pattee says that almost every- 
where in Latin America, in social, economic and political affairs the Catholic 
Church or the formal expression of Catholic ideas as he puts it, is identified with 


*“Do We Really Understand the Church In Latin America?” Richard Pattee, America, 
January 29, 1944. es bent 
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conservative groups. The Church is not known for any crusade or campaign for the | 
uplifting of the masses or the vindication of the Indians in countries where they — 
predominate. 


For over a hundred years there have been conservatives and liberals in South — 
American politics. The conservatives are the clericals who seek the support and — 
influence of the Roman Catholic Church, the liberals are the anti-clericals who at — 
times have striven for freedom—freedom of religion, of thought, of the press— — 
with almost religious zeal and passion. They may have fancy party names but they 
are conservatives and liberals. Mr. Pattee in the article already referred to says that — 
Catholic thought is identified with an official or clerical party which is always ~ 
conservative. 


But there are also powerful liberal forces in all countries. A few months ago 
such a group stood up in the Peruvian Congress and Senate calling on the govern- 
ment to stop the wave of persecution of Protestants in the country, and also to grant — 
passport visas to Protestant missionaries. These senators and congressmen were — 
only asking for what the constitution already guaranteed. Why had this persecution — 
broken out? To answer such a question would require too much space. It is part of — 
the campaign which the Roman Catholic hierarchy deliberately planned and has — 
carried on for some time—a campaign to stamp out Protestant work in Latin © 
America. 

The most recent example is a lengthy and bitter pastoral letter signed by all the 
Catholic archbishops and bishops of Peru on December 18, 1943 and inciting the 
faithful to take part in a vigorous crusade against Protestants. This letter also con- 
tains statements which demonstrate clearly how much the framers of the document 
regret that Article Four of the Constitution, prohibiting the exercise of any but the 
Roman Catholic worship, was ever changed. Said the pastoral letter, ‘“The Protes- 
tant sects, however, in combination with anti-Catholic societies refused to rest till 
they had succeeded in inducing our legislative assemblies first to mutilate and then 
to repeal this article which had constituted a sacred bulwark of our religious belief.’ 


The Chicago Daily Tribune (Feb. 4, 1944) quotes Mgr. Fulton Sheen as say- 
ing, “Russia is the only nation in the world outside of Germany that does not per- 
mit freedom of press and freedom of religion.”” Has not Mgr. Sheen ever heard of 
Spain? And perhaps he does not realize that if religious freedom is still in the 
Peruvian Constitution it is not the fault of the hierarchy. 

Protestantism stands for freedom of religion, freedom of thought, for democ- 
racy, and this cuts at the roots of the privilege and power of the conservative 
gtoups, the allies of the Church, and threatens even the power of the Church, itself 
a big landowner also. 

There is a “quid pro quo” game going on at the present time. The conservative 
politicians, fearful of the masses and this ‘common man’ talk seek the support of 
the Catholic Church. The Church is only too glad to give it because it also believes 
its influence and power are threatened. Luis Alberto Sanchez, noted Peruvian 
writer, says in an article published in La Nueva Democracia, ‘“Governments have 
lost no time, and realizing that religion is capable of regaining its powers and 
privileges they have laid hold of it for the purpose of bending it to their will and 
making it serve their purposes.” In Colombia, to take another example, the con- 
servatives are endeavoring to oust the liberals, and one of their ruses is to accuse 
the government of bringing in Protestant missionaries. Of course, most level- 
headed people know this is not true, but it introduces the element of religious 
prejudice and works with the uninformed and bigoted. 

All this is part of the basic struggle in Latin America. Powerful, conservative, 
reactionary forces are using the influence of the Catholic Church, injecting thereby 


the religious issue into an already tense situation. The Church is pressing for its 
own advantage. 
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We believe that God is in this struggle—a struggle for the emancipation of the 
Latin American people, of the common people, who are suffering economic distress 
more than is usual in normal times of peace, the common people among whom 
Jesus chose to move and to carry on His ministry, the common people who long for 
social justice, a chance to live decently, the common people who yearn for freedom. 


ANTI-ANGLICANISM IN OUR CAMPS 
An other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


Father George B. Ford, rector of Corpus Christi Church (Roman Catholic) 
recently made a speech in which he was courageous enough to admit that the 
church had fallen down on the job of teaching tolerance to its children. He la- 
mented the fact that since this was the case the church had an additional job to 
do of re-educating its adults who had suffered from bad early education. Father 
Ford thus agrees substantially with the TEXTBOOK COMMISSION OF THE PROT- 
ESTANT. It has been pointed out in THE PROTESTANT before and we now re- 
iterate, that at Corpus Christi both church and parochial school have purged their 
teaching of the anti-Semitism which poisons the teachings of so many Roman 
parochial schools and Protestant Sunday schools. This teaching is so vilely unfair 
that it is difficult to make the average Christian realize its existence in the Chris- 
tian church. The teaching is, to put it colloquially, that God has it in for the Jews 
because they didn’t accept a certain theological teaching. Since God has it in for 
the Jews, when we see them suffer we know that God’s will towards them is 
being carried out. This gives carte blanche to any scoundrels who want to beat 
up the Jews for their own special reasons. The Christian stands by and says “‘isn’t 
it awful!” but does nothing lest he interfere with this punishment which God is 
meting out to the Jews. The teachers at Corpus Christi and Father Ford himself 
are doing a notable job in correcting this unspeakably hypocritical and vicious 
teaching. We honor them for it. 

We have a letter from an assistant to a Camp Chaplain enclosing pamphlets 
taken from the rack of the Roman Catholic chaplain of the outfit stationed at the 
camp. These pamphlets are free to be had for the asking. One of the pamphlets 
is called “Godless Communism,” by J. Roger Lyons, S.J. The other is “Quizzes 
on the Episcopal and the Anglican Churches,” by Fathers Rumble and Carty. The 
pamphlet on the Episcopal and the Anglican churches is an attack on those churches 
done in such a way as to be detrimental to the good will which the army and 
navy are supposed to foster between religious groups. For instance it says that 
“the authorities in the Anglican Church do not know what is the true teaching 
of Jesus Christ’, and that “since Anglican Orders are invalid, they have no priestly 
or episcopal power and jurisdiction derived from Christ. They are not truly priests 
or bishops in the genuine sense of the word.” 

The pamphlet, ‘Godless Communism” says that in the 16th century Luther 
persecuted Christ as he had been “persecuted by the Jews of old.” 

With regard to the 19th century this pamphlet says: 

‘The century of liberalism . . . This treacherous foe, ‘by proclaiming man’s 
absolute autonomy in the intellectual, moral, and social order, denies, at least 
practically, God and supernatural religion.’ The errors arising from liberal- 
ism in questions dealing with church and state, divine, ecclesiastical law, and 
various articles of belief were frequently condemned by supreme pontiffs 
from Pius IX to Benedict XV.” 

This pamphlet says: 

“The century of communistic atheism . . . Communism today considers 
the Church of Christ to be the only international force that is capable of 
blocking communism’s plan of dechristianizing and dereligionizing the world 
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.. . in directing its attack against the Catholic Church, it is but renewing the — 
eternal struggle that God, in the Garden of Eden, declared would exist be- — 
tween the Kingdom of Christ and powers of darkness. As envy and hatred — 
on the part of Cain prompted him to murder his brother Abel, as envy and — 
hatred on the part of the Jews prompted them to murder Christ, so today — 
do envy and hatred prompt the communistic regime of Moscow to wage 
unto death its bitter persecution against the Mystical Body of Christ.” 

Such pamphlets as these are certainly not morale builders. The Soviet Union 
is our ally, not our enemy and yet Russia is described in one of these pamphlets: | 

‘a new Russia, a Godless nation, made so by the murder of some two million 
people.” 

Soldiers reading the pamphlet “Godless Communism” might easily be led to 
the conclusion that the enemy of mankind today is not Nazi Germany but Soviet 
Russia. According to dispatches from the Italian front, many of our boys still 
don’t know what they are fighting for and are confused. This can scarcely be — 
wondered at when it is remembered that such pamphlets as those here referred to 
are allowed to be distributed among soldiers. 


THE MAD LOGIC OF BISHOP McINTYRE 


Bishop J. F. A. McIntyre, of the diocese of New York, made a mistake the 
other day when, according to the Herald-Tribune, he said that anti-Semitism didn’t 
really exist at all, (there was no such animal) and that to talk about it as if it did 
exist was (yes, believe it or not) to attack the Roman Catholics. His mistake is a 
major one. Perhaps it is due to an excess of zeal, perhaps to an unconscious arro- 
gance planted in him by truly wicked men in his church, men who for the good 
of his church should be kicked out. They have been kicked out before and have 
wormed their way back. The argument of this arrogance is that the evidence of 
our senses, what we hear and see every day, the evidence of our courts, the deposi- 
tions of beaten, frightened people, the evidence of trained investigators and of 
casual witnesses, the evidence of photographs of desecrated synagogues and grave- 
yards,—all these are fantasies or fictions out of which bombshells are manufactured 
by wicked enemies of the Church of Rome. But how? What on earth is the 
connection, you ask. Well, it is simple to the mad logic of Bishop McIntyre. All 
these crimes of anti-Semitism are ‘“‘concocted” as accusations to be hurled at the 
Roman church and at no other church. The pogrom is on, not against the Jews, 
but against the Catholics. That is the twisted thinking of the self-pitying authori- 
tarian whose assumption of authority has cut him off from all human contacts 
which are real and satisfying. The ultimate of this madness is when the tyrant 
whimpers because his victims fail to heil him with sufficient enthusiasm. 


The next installment of Mr. Joseph Brainin’s series on the 
American Jewish Committee will be entitled “Jewish Appeasers of 
Anti-Semitism’ and will appear in an early issue. 
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HISTORICAL RECTIFICATIONS 
ON THE ITALIAN POPULAR PARTY 


By LUIGI STURZO 


I HAVE no intention to engage in 
polemics with Salvemini-LaPiana 
rather it pleases me to thank them for 
their courteous words about me and for 
the occasion they offer me to rectify cer- 
tain historical data for the better com- 
prehension of what the Popular Party 
was between 1919 and 1926. I shall 
follow the order of ‘“An Answer to Don 
Sturzo” (THE PROTESTANT, January, 
1944). 

1. There is some misunderstanding 
between me and Salvemini-LaPiana 
concerning Christian Democracy. I af- 
firm that Christian Democracy is found- 
ed on the binomial: Democracy (a 
people’s government) and Christianity 
(moral principles). They, opposing me, 
appeal to Leo XIII. The crises of the last 
part of the period of Leo XIII (and the 
following period of Pius X) were sur- 
passed when the Christian Democrats 
were able to affirm themselves, without 
fear of disavowal, on the political ter- 
rain and put as a basis for their parties 
the system of constitutional liberties, 
universal suffrage, and the social vindi- 
cations of the working classes. This 
process began in Europe with O’Con- 
nell, Windthorst, Lacordaire, Ozanam, 
Father Ventura, and went down to the 
Popular Party: almost a century! It is 
not enough to say that the Church has 
tolerated us; if it had wanted to con- 
demn us, it would have done so. 

At the beginning of the present cen- 
tury the Vatican found itself between 
two currents: Catholic Conservative and 
Christian Democratic. The struggle has 
not been between us and the Vatican, 
but between us and the Catholic Con- 
servatives, supported by the Liberals in 
Italy, the Monarchists in France, the 
Nationalists in Germany and so on. 

Salvemini and La Piana and other his- 
torians of Italian events ought to take 
my declaration as historical testimony 


proved by the facts and certainly not as a 
falsification of the thought of Leo XIII. 
Unfortunately, neither the State Libra- 
ries, and not even the Catholic Libraries 
(except, I suppose, the Vatican Library) 
collected elements on the Christian 
Democracy of that period. The very 
Christian Democrats, for fear of being 
misunderstood, avoided inopportune 
polemics. 


One of the most interesting proofs of 
my assertion was given by the Catholic 
Congress held at Bologna in August, 
1903. At this Congress a full stop was 
to be made to the dissension among Ital- 
ian Catholics. The victory of the Chris- 
tian Democrats was so triumphant that 
the Catholic Conservatives, headed by 
Count Paganuzzi and the Scotton Broth- 
ers of Braganza ran to their friend Pius 
X (just then nominated Pope), asking 
him to remedy the result immediately. 
Piux X decided after two years to dis- 
solve the “Opera dei Congressi Cattol- 
ici’—(Association for Catholic Con- 
ventions )—(which for thirty years had 
been the monopoly of the Lombardian- 
Venetian conservatives) and disband 
the Christian Democratic leagues, hop- 
ing that a new organization with a presi- 
dent loved by everyone (such as Toniolo 
who had been an apostle of Christian 
Democracy) might reconcile the two 
tendencies. 

2. The Osservatore Romano often 
published (before Fascism) political 
notes written or inspired by Cardinal 
Gasparri, such as, the one on the fall of 
Minister Nitti; his criticism was directed 
towards everyone — Giolitti, Orlando, 
Sonnino (especially Sonnino)—and not 
only on account of religious interests 
but as a commentary on political events. 
The note in the Osservatore Romano 
concerning Nitti did not displease us 
‘‘Populars” because it showed that we 
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were not bound to a policy inspired or 
wanted by the Vatican; so, too, we were 
not displeased by the attacks made by 
the Bishops and Cardinals, such as those, 
for example, made by Cardinal Boggi- 
ani and, later, Cardinal Billot. 

3. Concerning the criticism of Don 
Ernesto Vercesi; it is well that Salvemini- 
La Piana should know that he, always 
my dear friend, was never enrelled in 
the Partito Popolare, towards which he 
had been very critical in 1919 and 1920 
(together with several others in Milan). 
These last mentioned individuals had 
wanted me to form a “Catholic” party. 
The leaders of this movement were in 
Milan, Father Gemelli and Monsignor 
Olgiati (with the Hon. Guido Miglioli 
in the wings); in Florence, Reggio 
d’Aci; in Rome, Professor Vincenzo del 
Giudice. But they were defeated at the 
Party Congress held in the Municipal 
Theater of Bologna in June, 1919. Don 
Vercesi did not come to the Congress; I 
believe that he was out of the country 
and did not follow closely the difficult 
phase of the first two years of the Party. 

4. The resentment of certain Milanese 
against me and the direction of the 
Party reached its peak in 1920, when I 
opposed the moderate-clerical coalition 
for the Municipal elections. Salvemini- 
La Piana cite this fact in order to con- 
tradict me; instead, it is the evident 
proof of my thesis that the Popular 
Party had its own, autonomous policy. 
They know well that before the forma- 
tion of the Popular Party the municipal 
and provincial elections of Italy, for the 
conservative wings, were in the hands 
of the Ecclesiastical Curias and the 
clerical groups from within, in agree- 
ment with the moderates and pink lib- 
erals; in Venice the agreement was ex- 
tended with those whom Mayor Giordani 
smilingly called, ‘the little clerics of the 
Ghetto” — (i clericaletti del Ghetto) —(I 
do not repeat it because of anti-Semitism; 
I had many good friends among Jews). 

When the Popular Party decided to 
present its own lists without any alliance 
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whatsoever, for the municipal and pro- 
vincial elections of 1920, there was a — 
chorus of protest by all Conservatives, 
Catholics, and Liberals. The latter were 
the most angry. For them, I was the 
revolutionist, the Bolshevist, the dema- 
gogue. 

The direction of the Popular Party 
held fast, even under the pressures of 
clerical groups, except for a few excep- 
tions; the most important of all was 
that of Turin (it is superfluous here to 
say why). Not at Milan, for I was 
there in person and held fast against . 
everyone. Cardinal Ferrari (whose de- 
voted friend I had been for many years) 
was on his deathbed. Marquis Cornag- 
gia, the men of the Perseveranza, my 
friend Count E. Greppi, the College of 
Parish Priests—all raged against me. 
Without the cooperation of the Popu- 
lars, the Socialists would have won. The 
cooperation was not allowed, and the 
Socialists won. The merit or demerit 
was mine. My oppositors said that I 
had caused the holy Cardinal to die of 
heartbreak; that I had held that course 
in order to avenge myself against the 
Corriere della Sera, hostile to the Popu- 
lar Party; that I was ruining Italy, and 
other pleasant things of the kind. The 
reason had been very clear for me: I 
wanted to detach the Catholics from 
the Lombard clique—consorteria lom- 
barda—(Salvemini and La Piana know 
what this expression means), and I 
wanted to cause the Liberals to fall who 
had allied themselves (I don’t remember 
whether openly or in secret) with the 
Fascists. The Minister of the Interior 
(Giolitti) fulminated against me; it was 
claimed (I don’t know exactly by whom, 
but I know that some steps were made) 
that the Vatican and the Curia of Milan 
had disowned me: not a single word 
came from either. 


The result of that audacious cam- 
paign: about 2,500 communal adminis- 
trations won by the Populars, and 39 
Provincial groups of Populars formed 
out of the then 69 provinces. The de- 


tachment from the old clerico-moderate 
alliances had been obtained. 

If Salvemini-LaPiana hold it up 
against me for having been opposed by 
Bishops and Cardinals who resented 
my policy (I don’t think there were 
many, but there were surely some), they 
don’t understand at all either my tactics 
or the dazzling effect which I obtained 
by them. More than the Bishops and 
Cardinals, those frightened were the 
Liberals (in the Italian sense of the 
word) who wanted my head; the lati- 
fundia owners of Central and Southern 
Italy who hated to death the Popular 
Party. 

It is a miracle that the Vatican showed 
no wofry mor resentment against me 
and that Pius XI himself paid no heed 
to Senator Albertini who in March 1922, 
when he went to pay him homage for 
his nomination as Pope, asked him for 
a disavowal of the methods of the Pop- 
ular Party and especially of its Political 
Secretary (who was the very author of 
this article). 

Apropos of Pius XI, I like to make it 
known to my friends, and also to Salve- 
mini-LaPiana, that when he was a 
Nuncio in Poland, in writing a letter to 
his friend and mine, the Hon. G. Longi- 
notti, concerning the Polish situation he 
ended the passage with the words: “‘too 
bad that in Poland there is not a Don 
Sturzo”. But when, even after the 
Communal election of Milan I was in- 
vited there to the inauguration of the 
Catholic University and had to make a 
speech, I was not, however, at the off- 
cial dinner given by the Cardinal Arch- 
bishop A, Ratti (Pius XI) to the author- 
ities; instead, the Cardinal invited me 
the following day to his palace, where 
he had a fine group of young Catholics 
—students of the Milan universities— 
waiting for me to whom I spoke about 
Christian democracy. 


5. Sixty thousand priests members of 
the Popular Party! A colossal error: 
Salvemini-La Piana have no idea of how 
the Popular Party was organized; it is 
not their fault, since they were not mem- 


bers. It was a formation of selected 
nuclei; limited in the beginning to only 
the convinced, who were recognized 
through their free acceptation. The 
filter was rigorous. During the first two 
years we reached, for the whole of 
Italy, the numbers of 300,000 to 350,000 
members, more or less. Instead the 
Popular elections totaled a million and 
a half votes. Priests, except in little 
centres and except for those who had 
dedicated themselves to the organiza- 
tion of the working classes, were not 
enrolled in the party. In my city, there 
were two or three priests out of 50; in 
Palermo not more than ten; about six 
in Rome; a dozen in Milan. In general 
we did not want elements who, because 
they were dependent on the ecclesiastical 
Curias, in difficult moments (such as 
those of the municipal elections) could 
be a weakness. I beg Salvemini-La Piana 
to think neither of 60,000 nor even of 
6,000. 

6. The two authors have not taken 
into account what it meant to create in 
Italy a democratic and free party among 
Catholics after a half century of electoral 
clericalism and non expedit. My attempt 
and that of my colleagues was gigantic. 
If in 1922 the Socialists had entered 
into collaboration with the Populars, 
casting aside the anti-clerical prejudice, 
Fascism would not have won and Popu- 
larism would have rendered a service to 
the democratic cause of Italy and Europe, 
because already at that time the popular 
parties in Europe (imitating ours) were 
developing, and there was an attempt 
even in Spain with Ossorio y Gallardo 
at its head. 

7. My dismissal as Political Secretary 
of the Party: I can assure anyone who- 
soever, without fear of being given the 
lie that neither my Bishop of Caltagi- 
rone, nor the Vicar Cardinal of Rome, 
nor the Cardinal Secretary of State, nor 
Pius XI imposed upon me a resignation 
from the office I held, not from them, 
but from the Party. There were several 
friends (who for discretion I do not 
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name: three laymen and one religious) 
who kept me advised either of the 
threatened religious persecution if I re- 
mained as head of the Party; or con- 
cerning the desire of the ecclesiastical 
authorities (and of course with the Pope 
in the first line) who would have been 
pleased at my dismissal (as Secretary, 
of course, not from the Party). 

The moment chosen by me (July 
1923) coincided with the fact that the 
Popular deputies, members of the Par- 
liamentary Commission for the electoral 
reform had already assented to the 
Giolitti-Salandra proposal to adopt the 
forty per cent quorum in order to give 
to the winning first the right of two- 
thirds of the seats of the Chamber of 
Deputies. Those who were pressing for 
my dismissal at that time were Feder- 
zoni, who had made himself the mouth- 
piece with Catholics and ecclesiastics of 
the terrible persecutions Mussolini was 
preparing; certain elements of the Bank 
of Rome (whose mouthpiece was the 
Corriere D’Italia and Monsignor Pucci’s 
journalistic agency) and some Giolittian 
deputies who thought thus to vindicate 
the old fox of Dronero for the celebrated 
“veto” I had placed against him in 
February 1922. 

Salvemini-La Piana cite the Stampa 
reproduced by I/ Popolo (the Popular 
newspaper directed by Donati): but at 
that very moment I had enclosed myself 


in an extreme reserve and had left for 
Montecassino: no one had from me a 
single word for publication. So that 
what was published was partially inex- 
act, partially invented. Even Binchy is_ 
inexact when he says that the party was 
shaken by it; the party at that moment 
had quite lost the right wing (conserva- _ 
tive) and had several of the centre 
worried about the religious question. 

Mussolini understood that weakness, 
and under the threat of religious perse- 
cution, he gained those Popular votes 
(in the secrecy of the ballot box) which 
helped him to get the law passed. I 
knew this very well; I was personally 
sure that there would not have been any ~ 
religious persecution outside of some | 
punitive expeditions for two or three — 
days, simply to fulfill the threat. What — 
the Liberal and Catholic (ecclesiastical) ~ 
world did not see at that moment was — 
the relation (believed to be dispropor- — 
tionate) between the result of an elec- © 
toral law and the danger of an anti- 
clerical and anti-religious struggle. For 
me the electoral law was at the centre — 
of the situation. Whether I acted wisely 
or unwisely to resign, God alone knows: 
perhaps God wanted to prevent my be- — 
coming at that time a victim like Don ~ 
Minzoni one month later and Matteotti 
a year later. But today this does not 
count. 


The Gospel according to St. John narrates that “the soldiers, when they 
had crucified Jesus, took his garments, and made four parts, to every 
soldier a part; and also his coat: now the coat was without seam, woven 
from the top throughout. They said therefore, ‘Let us not rend it, but 


a 


cast lots for it, whose it shall be. 


Recalling that this coat must have borne marks of blood from the 
body of Him who just before He was crucified had been torn by the cruel 
scourge, one must wonder how the soldier who won it by a gamble, ever 
dared to wear it. But it has been inherited today by all anti-Semitic male- 
factors who have the incredible insolence to camouflage their ignominy 
and cruelty under the name of “Christian!” 

They have thus rolled their gamblers’ dice of Fascism for the blood- 


smeared coat of the Crucifixion. 
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ELIOT WHITE 


ie HE Wagner-Taft-Compton resolution, 
which was to have been introduced in 
the Congress of the United States in the 
form of a Bill, was designed to impress 
"upon the Government of Great Britain the 
it] growing concern of American public opin- 

ion with the tragic and constantly worsen- 
sing plight of the Jewish people. For that 
..| people, of which fully three millions have 
been slain since Hitler’s accession to power, 
is today caught on the horns of this ghastly 
and tragic dilemma that while the killing 
of Jews by the Nazi extermination squads 
goes on without interruption on the one 


‘| has put a stop to Jewish immigration into 
‘| Palestine, thus barring their escape to the 


ment when the social and economic frame- 
work for the reception and absorption of 
at least one million Jews has been pre- 
pared in the Holy Land and is ready to 
function, when there is an acute labor 
shortage in that country, and when, in 
addition, the Evian and the Bermuda con- 
ferences on refugees have shown not a 
single state on earth is willing to take in 
mass-immigration of Jews. 


As soon as the hearings got under way 
in Washington, the British Colonial Office 
set in motion the machinery it had long 
ago prepared to frustrate just such an ex- 
pression of sympathy on the part of the 
American people for the Jews and their 
efforts to build themselves a National 
Home in Palestine, because such an ex- 
pression of moral support would by the 
very nature of things be tantamount to a 
~ rebuke for the British Colonial administra- 
tion which has consistently sought to sab- 
_ otage and hinder the growth of a Jewish 
Palestine. 


The Colonial Office, as I predicted in 
my book “The Forgotten Ally’? published 
in October last year, put a spoke in the 
wheels at Washington, by convoking in 
Cairo, the capital city of England’s puppet- 
state Egypt, the politicians and their jour- 
nalistic hangers-on from several foreign 
Arab countries and had them dispatch tele- 
grams of indignation and protest to the 
State Department against further Jewish 


immigration into Palestine and the estab- 
lishment in that country of a Jewish Com- 
monwealth at the close of the war. 

These politicians from Irak, Egypt, 
Transjordan, Lebanon, Syria and Saoudia 
had, of course, not the least right to inter- 
fere in Palestine’s affairs and even less in 
American affairs. Palestine is a charge of 
the League of Nations and what happened 
in or with Palestine is the proper concern 
of the Permanent Mandates Commission 
of the League, of the International Court 
of Justice and of the fifty-two sovereign 
states, including the United. States of 
America, who by ratification of the man- 
date over Palestine, became participants in 
the great humanitarian attempt to solve the 
problem of Jewish national homelessness 
by providing Israel with the opportunity 
to build a home of his own in Israel’s 
land. 

The British Colonial Office calmly sub- 
stituted the politicians of various Arab 
countries for those international organiza- 
tions and for the fifty-two sovereign 
states whose business it is in the final in- 
stance to regulate, supervise and assure 
the economic and political development 
of the Jewish National Home. 

The Arab politicians did not act on 
their own account. Fundamentally they 
have not the least interest in Palestine. 
They were acting on behalf of Great 
Britain. The Prime Ministers of Egypt and 
Irak are not free agents. They are em- 
ployees of the British Colonial Office, They 
would not hold their positions a week if 
they should go counter to the British im- 
perialist interests or if they disobeyed the 
instructions of the British Colonial Office 
and the British Agency in Cairo. They are 
marionettes who are made to talk and 
made to act by their British overlords. 

While disregarding the Arab protests, 
the commissioners at the hearing also re- 
frained from naming the deus ex machina, 
the British Colonial Office, in a laudable 
sentiment of solidarity with the British 
ally against whose reactionary colonial 
policy there is a growing suspicion and re- 
sentment in this country. It would not 
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have been pleasant if the hearings had 
produced a forthright revelation of 
Britain’s real design in the Near East which 
amounts to scrapping the whole manda- 
tory system, ousting French influersee, elim- 
inating the Jews and monopolizing do- 
minion in that part of the world through 
the instrumentality of Arab princes as 
British dominion is monopolized in India 
with the connivance of native princes and 
maharajahs. 

The hearings went on and the resolution 
seemed assured of an easy passage when 
the British took alarm. Drew Pearson re- 
vealed that it was General Patrick J. Hur- 
ley who went to the President with the 
warning that King Ibn Saoud would revolt 
if more Jewish immigrants were allowed 
into Palestine and if a Jewish Common- 
wealth were set up in that country. For 
the sake of military security therefore and 
to avoid political complications in the Near 
East where large numbers of Anglo-Amer- 
ican troops are assembling and preparing 
for an assault on Hitler-held Europe, the 
resolution should not be permitted to pass 
and should be called off. This was urged 
by General Marshall when he appeared 
before the Senate’s Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee as the spokesman for Mr. Hull, the 
Secretary of State. 

Thus were the tables turned on the reso- 
lution’s sponsors who were placed in the 
unfavorable light of being men acting to 
the detriment of the war effort. 

Of course when the question is asked 
what precisely is the military necessity or 
expedient involved in the calling off of 
the resolution, the answer is that this is a 
military secret. And indeed a secret it is, 
and not only a secret but a dark mystery 
and a mystification to boot. 

When the Germans stood at the gates 
of Alexandria and were bearing down on 
the Near East through the Caucasus, there 
was good reason to keep an eye on the 
Arab princes. Then indeed the Chief of 
Staff of the Egyptian army had to be ar- 
rested at the moment when he was board- 
ing an airplane for Rommel’s headquar- 
ters with Montgomery’s secret campaign 
plans in his pocket. Then the Iraqi Arab 
chiefs did indeed call in Adolf Hitler’s 
Luftwaffe and staged a bloody revolt. Then, 
too, when the British Empire seemed 
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about to have its jugular vein cut at Suez 
King Ibn Saoud could not spare one mar 
one mule or one gun in that awful hous 
Only the Palestinian Jews stepped for 
ward in their tens of thousands to figh 
at Britain’s side and the Palestine indus 
tries supplied the British armies with neces 
sities without which, as Lord Strabolg 
said in the House of Lords, Britain migh 
have gone down to defeat. 


But this General Hurley did not tell th: 
President. He told Mr. Roosevelt that Ibi 
Saoud would revolt. The Germans hav 
gone. They have been driven out © 
Africa by Montgomery, a quarter of whos! 
troops were Palestinian Jews. The Ger 
mans have been hurled a thousand mile 
back from the passes of the Caucasus. Wh 
is there to fear now in the Near East 
Where is the enemy or the new potentia 
trouble-maker? King Ibn Saoud and th 
other Arab states? Have the Arab prince: 
taken the place of the Axis? 


Ibn Saoud revolt? Where? Again 
whom? How? Will he cross the Rub ’ 
Khali, the Empty Quarter’s howling wi) 
derness which separates his domains from 
Palestine and which only one man, S} 
John Philby ever traversed to the undyin’, 
amazement of Ibn Saoud himself? 

Ibn Saoud might indeed try to raise th: 
price of the oil which the American Gov 
ernment proposes to tap from his soil i 
Jews are allowed to take refuge in Pales 
tine. But Ibn Saoud will not revolt agains 
anyone. Nor will the Bedouin of Trans 
jordan or the starving masses of Egypt wh: 
do not even know the name of Palestine 
The Pan-Arabism with which some ar 
trying to scare America is a myth. It neve 
existed, except as a wishful dream in th. 
imagination of British Colonial adminis 
trators, who now seek to translate the 
dream into reality by convoking som» 
Arab landlords in Cairo and present ther 
to the world as the solid Pan-Arab phalan 
opposed to a Jewish Palestine. The Britis! 
Colonial administration is doing its utmos: 
to create that Pan-Arab nationalism whic! 
it pretends to fear and with which it seek: 
to frighten America. i 


The British Government is the oppo 
nent of Jewish Palestine, not the Ara! 
peoples. The British Government want 
to curtail Jewish influence in the Nea 
East, because the Jews set a bad examp!| 


o the neighboring Arab countries in that 
hey modernize agriculture and industrial- 
ze the land, in that they raise the standard 
f living and introduce education, art and 
ulture and therewith a desire for auton- 
my and independence. If the Arabs of 
rak, Saoudia Arabia and Egypt should fol- 
ow the Jews’ example, they would build 
heir own industries and change the feudal 
gricultural economy of their countries 
nto one of freehold farmers or coopera- 
ive collectives. 

In order to prevent or to delay as long 
is possible this inevitable evolution of the 
Arab peoples in the direction of democ- 
acy the British Colonial Administration 
makes common cause with the Arab prin- 
es and landlords against the Arab masses. 
The feudal landowning families of Irak, 
Egypt and Transjordan do not want mod- 
srnization and democracy either. They are 
content to leave well enough alone and to 
maintain that position of privilege and 
affluence in society which they enjoy at 
present. They are grateful to Britain for 
protecting them and for Britain’s willing- 


ness to curtail the development of Jewish 
Palestine which is the source of democratic 
ferment in the Near East and the source of 
the longings and aspirations of the poverty- 
stricken Arab masses for a decent human 
life, The Arab landlord classes are willing 
to do anything for Britain and therefore 
eagerly seized the opportunity to lodge 
those protests in Washington. 

The Arabs are an excuse, said Lord 
Wedgwood long ago—they are not the 
reason. The reason is British imperialism’s 
opposition to granting their freedom to the 
peoples in the world’s traditional areas of 
colonialism. 

The Jewish people who have shown 
such* unwavering confidence in Britain’s 
solemn pledge to facilitate the building of 
a Jewish National Home in Palestine, who 
have always regarded Britain as the pro- 
tector of the Jews, and who urged Britain 
to accept the mandate over Palestine in 
preference to France, may now well repeat 
the words of the Sirachide: Is there not a 
sorrow like unto death, when a good friend 
turneth into an enemy? 


THE PUBLIC SCHOOL IS AMERICA! 


Our whole public school system has been, and is being, subjected to 
the harshest and most destructive kind of criticism. It is growing in in- 
tensity, We are being told that our schools are productive of infidelity, 
are breeders of crime. A large part of this abuse comes from groups op- 
posed to liberalism not merely as applicable to our schools, but also as 
that term applies to religion and government. 


With regard to our schools, the red rag of communism is being furt- 
ously waved in the faces of parents because religion is not being taught 
in our public schools and because among the teachers are many who dare 
to think independently. It is not infidelity to refuse to believe religious 
fables or to free young minds from the influence of silly superstitions... 
One's Americanism need not to be called into question because of con- 
structive criticism of our democratic system. 


Schools which segregate our children and youth on denominational 


bases in general education can only prove disruptive, diviswe . . 


. De- 


nominational regimentation in education, in open competition with our 
free public schools, savors of the political fascism which today is sub- 
verting human brotherhood and world peace. Stand firmly by the free 
American public school. Resist its foes, regard it with the same loyalty 
that you bestow upon your country and your flag. It is the outstanding 
symbol of our Americanism. It is American. In very truth it is— 


AMERICA! 


OtTTro BRAND 
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THE TRUTH ABOUT "LE FRONT POPULAIRE" 


By PIERRE COT 


(s US examine the charges aginst the 
Popular Front government relating to 
the economic and military preparation of 
the war. 

The general thesis of the prosecution 
was: the French Army was crushed by the 
superior German wat matériel; the eco- 
nomic policy of the Popular Front had dis- 
organized production; the 40-hour week, 
the nationalization of war industries, the 
“criminal failure to repress working-class 
agitation,” were the main elements of this 
disorganization; because of the weakness 
of French economy, the Army could not 
obtain the matériel which it needed; those 
responsible for this policy were, in general, 
the Popular Front cabinets and, in particu- 
lar, Blum and Daladier. In addition, the 
French Army was poorly equipped for 
modern warfare and its morale, “under- 
mined by unpatriotic propaganda,’’ was 
inferior to that of its adversaries; the men 
responsible for the technical and moral 
unpreparedness were: first, Daladier, who, 
for more than four years had been Minister 
of War and Minister of National Defense; 
second, as far as aetial armaments were 
concerned, La Chambre (Air Minister 
from January, 1938, to March, 1940) and 
I (Air Minister from June, 1936, to Janu- 
ary, 1938). 

According to the Vichy government, the 
economic policy of the Popular Front dis- 
organized industrial production, and con- 
sequently armament production. 


It must be emphasized that the economic 
policy of the Popular Front was superior 
to that of its opponents. An economic pol- 
icy is judged by general results rather than 
by details; under the Popular Front, French 
production actually increased. The propa- 
ganda of Vichy has tried to suppress that 
fact. Americans and many Frenchmen 
still believe that French economy, perfectly 
healthy before the coming of the Popular 
Front, was imperiled by the social reforms 
of the Blum cabinet. The truth is, that 
French economy was. exceedingly weak 
until the Popular Front reanimated and, 
in some measure, reorganized it. 

This becomes clear from the statistics 
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of industrial production. We shall ws 
these statistics as a barometer of Fren¢| 
economic power as we determine whethi| 
France was capable, after the Popular Fro: | 
experiment, of producing the war matéri’| 
that her armies needed. The statistics sho | 
that in 1933 France satisfactorily emerge | 
from the period of general depressio:| 
The general index of production rose fror, 
72.2 in 1932 to 80.7 in 1933, as compare, 
with a rise from 63.8 to 71.9 in industri | 
production throughout the world (not is! 
cluding the U. S. S. R.). It is interestiry 

i 


to compare this rise to that of the gre 
industrial countries: 85.2 to 88.2 in Grew 
Britain; 52.7 to 62.7 in the United State! 
53.3 to 60.7 in Germany; 69.1 to 72.2 :| 
Belgium; 60.2 to 73.7 in Italy; 97.8 2) 
113 in Japan; 92.7 to 93.8 in Norway; &} 
to 91 in Sweden. This favorable situatic:) 
suffered under the measures adopted :| 
1934 and 1935 by the cabinets of Doi!) 
mergue, Flandin, and Laval, with the r=) 
sult that the general index fell to 73.1 i 
1935, when Laval was Premier—that i) 
to approximately 10 per cent less than 1) 
1933, when Daladier was Premier. Th 
decline was serious because, during th 
same period, the large industrial natior 
intensified their efforts. The indices ro:| 
from 88.2 to 105.6 in Great Britain; froi| 
62.7 to 78 in the United States; from 60. 
to 94 in Germany; from 72.2 to 82.2 i 
Belgium; from 73.7 to 93.8 in Italy; frou 
113 to 127.4 in Japan; from 93.8 to 107.4 
in Norway; from 91 to 123 in Swedet} 


and the general world index climbed fros; 
71.9 to 86, The measures adopted by th 
Popular Front stimulated industrial pre) 
duction and the economic activity of thy 
country, and the 1937 index rose 12.5 pe 
cent over that of 1935, as compared wit} 
an 18 per cent rise in the general worl) 
index from 86 to 103.7. The French inde 
fluctuated somewhat in 1938, when the fa/ 
of the Popular Front handed the powe 
back to the most conservative elements i! 
the business world, and rose again afte 
Munich, when the intense preparation fo 
war caused a fever of production in a 


From the forthcoming book TRIUMPH (¢ 
TREASON by Pierre Cot, published by Ziff-Day 


VARIATIONS IN THE FRENCH GENERAL INDEX OF INDUSTRIAL 
PRODUCTION, 1932-1939 
(Base: 1929=100) 


Year 1932} 1933 
French Government Laval- Daladier 
Tardieu (later 
Herriot) 

French General 

Index. W2Y 80.7 
World General 

Index® 63.8 71.9 


> Lowest point of world economic crises. 
* Fall of the Popular Front. 
* Excluding Russia. 


Europe. The variations of the French 
general index as shown in the table above 
might serve as an answer to the charges 
made by the Vichy government against 
Blum and the Popular Front. 

It was in 1934-1935, and not under the 
Popular Front, that the curve of French 
industrial production ceased to parallel the 
curve of world industrial production. This 
Was particularly grave because the indus- 
trial production of France declined 10 per 
cent while Germany’s rose 55 per cent, an 
advantage which France never could over- 
come. The importance of this advantage 
and the weakness of French economy in 
1936 have to be considered in evaluating 
the responsibilities of the Popular Front 
for the decline of French power before the 
war of 1939. 


The weakness of French economy be- 
fore the advent of the Popular Front is a 
fact well known to economists, although 
insufficiently recognized by the public. It 
is treated in an excellent article, The Blum 
Experiment and the Fall of France, by 
Henry W. Ehrmann, in Foreign Affairs 
for October, 1941. “In June, 1936,” 
wrote Mr. Ehrmann, “French economy 
was suffering from progressive emaciation. 
Whereas other industrial countries had 
touched the bottom of the depression in 
1932, and from that date had begun an 
almost uninterrupted rise, the upswings in 
French industrial production had been 
abortive, with the result that in 1935 the 
index of production fell to its lowest 
figure since 1932. Compared to 1932 
figures, the volume of industrial produc- 
tion had decreased in France by about 31 
per cent, in the United States by 24 per 
cent, in Germany by 6 per cent. British 
“production had already increased by 6 per 


1939 


1935 1937 - 1938? 
Laval Blum Daladier Daladier 
73.1 819 76.1 80.0 
86.0 103.7 93.0 


cent. On the eve of the 1936 elections, the 
Bulletin Quotidien, a daily publication run 
by the Comité des Forges, summarized the 
economic and financial situation in the 
years just past: ‘It was the worst period we 
have witnessed in times of peace.’ ”’ 

It was therefore during 1934-1936 and 
before the social legislation of the Popular 
Front that French economy was disinte- 
grating, while Nazi Germany with mod- 
ern methods was creating her war indus- 
try, and industrial production was growing 
throughout the whole world. Without go- 
ing into details of French economic weak- 
ness before 1936, let us say that it sprang 
from the general conception that French 
financiers and industrialists had of their 
role in society; they thought of themselves 
more and more as “‘rentiers,’”’ as men living 
on their incomes rather than as producers. 
Industrialists and financiers wanted greater 
profits and smaller risks; they asked the 
State to protect them by customs duties 
and direct or indirect subsidies, and they 
shook off the authority of the law. They 
appeared as a privileged, if not parasitical, 
group within the nation as they departed 
further and further from the classic role of 
the entrepreneur in a liberal economy. 

In 1934 and 1935 French economic pol- 
icy was actually directed by the Bank of 
France. “There exists in France,’ Clem- 
enceau had observed, “a power greater - 
than that of the cabinet or Parliament; it is 
the power of the Regents of the Bank of 
France.” Little by little, the Bank of 
France had become ‘‘a State within the 
State.” It was a private bank exercising a 
public monopoly ever since the time of the 
First Empire, a monopoly on the issuance 
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of paper money and the rediscount of com- 
mercial values. This bank took gross ad- 
vantage of a special situation, contrary to 
French common law: instead of being ad- 
ministered by the representatives of a ma- 
jority of its 40,000 stockholders like other 
French commercial organizations, it was 
directed by a Council of Regents elected 
by the two hundred most important stock- 
holders. This put the Council of Regents 
into the hands of a small plutocracy, which 
was able to control the economic activity 
and, consequently, the general policy of 
the country. The Bank of France had com- 
plete control of public credit through the 
device of “‘advances,”’ which it alone could 
grant to the Treasury; and it controlled 
private credit through the rediscounting of 
commercial values. More and more, it 
came to extend private credit only to enter- 
prises in which the Regents were inter- 
ested, and public credit only to cabinets 
whose general policy it approved. The his- 
tory of capitalism does not afford another 
such example of private power. In 1934- 
1935 this power manifested itself on the 
political plane. Pierre-Etienne Flandin, 
Premier at the beginning of 1935, had to 
give way to Pierre Laval, because Flandin 
had tried to resist this omnipotence. 


The Bank of France was powerful 
enough to force the acceptance of an eco- 
nomic doctrine whose principal character- 
istics were the following: a policy of mon- 
etary deflation, with a lowering of prices, 
wages and salaries, and a refusal to devalu- 
ate the currency at a time when devalua- 
tion had become an international necessity; 
a lazy and easy-going policy on the part of 
the employers, who, to keep their large 
profits, reduced the wages of their workers 
and obtained customs protection (chiefly 
by means of import quotas), instead of 
changing their methods of production and 
improving their machinery; unfair distri- 
bution of private credit, which was fe- 
stricted to enterprises controlled by the Re- 
gents of the Bank of France, and refused 
to small and middle-sized firms and espe- 
cially to agricultural associations. This 
economic policy led to social and political 
unrest. The employers’ abuses of authority 
and the agitation of Fascist groups caused 
the birth of the Popular Front in reaction. 
English and American businessmen who 
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i) 

visited French factories in the 1934-3)! 
period know that, in general, they wer 
poorly managed and equipped, and thai, 
their directors made no effort of adapta’ 
tion and organization comparable to thos", 
of great industrial nations such as thi) 
United States, Germany, England, an’| 
Soviet Russia. Left to its own ways, livin.) 
in the illusion of an automatic return t| 
prosperity, imposing its will on the govert 
ment instead of being under its contro.| 
the industrial and financial bourgeoisi| 
which directed the economic affairs of th’) 
country had not, in 1934 and 1935, re 
ceived the impetus which would have er\) 
abled it to overcome the obstacles of intel 
national competition. / 


The Popular Front supplied this im) 
petus. After the inevitable gropings c) 
the first months, the Blum cabinet undei| 
took a series of economic reforms whic./ 
were neither perfect nor complete, bu) 
which ameliorated the situation consider, 
ably. The plutocratic system of the Ban,) 
of France was modified. A plan of natior 
alization proposed by the cabinet ani} 
adopted by the Chamber of Deputies wa! 
rejected by the conservative Senate, bu! 
under the press of democratic opinion th) 
latter consented to correct the principi| 
abuses of the earlier system. The Bank wa 
put under some measure of government! 
control, the privilege of the two hundre’ 
strongest stockholders was abolished, ref! 
resentatives of the great national worker’ 
and farmers’ organizations were admitte! 
to the Bank’s administration and given 7 
voice in the distribution of private cred 
and the administration of public credi} 
After this preliminary reform, the Blut’ 
cabinet attacked the other defects c| 
French economy. y 


The policy of deflation, which had fai’! 
ed in every country where it had bee’) 
tried, was abandoned; the currency was di) 
valuated to its true rate of exchange, an| 
joined the gold bloc with the Englis! 
pound and the American dollar, as a resu/ 
of international conventions. This mea | 
ure, the most important of the financial r 
forms, was complemented by a general ac} 
justment of wages to the cost of living. 

The shortsighted policy of the Frenc| 
employers was met by lowering tariff ba | 
riers, which in 1934 and 1935 had cause | 
a decline in foreign commerce—some in} 


port quotas were abolished and others lib- 
eralized; and by the initiation of social and 
| progressive legislation, obliging the em- 
 ployers to compensate for the rise in labor 
cost by rationalization of the labor process 
and a better use of their machinery. Melvin 
M. Fagen, in an article published in the 
New Republic of September 2, 1940, 
showed that this policy resulted in an in- 
creased productivity of labor (the number 
of working hours completed rose less than 
the index numbers of production), and in 
an effort by the industrialists to renovate 
their plants. ‘‘Although unfriendly to the 
Popular Front wage-hour legislation,” he 
wrote, ‘‘a French engineer, R. P. Schwartz 
(writing in Factory Management and 
Maintenance), and an economist, Henry 
Laufenburger (in La France Economique, 
1937), admit that the inquiries made of 
various efficiency experts in the mechanical 
industries indicated the increase in output 
during 1937 was principally due to nation- 
alization and retooling under the impul- 
sion of higher labor costs. Despite the fact 
that the work week was shorter and there 
was no increase in personnel, Schwartz re- 
ports, ‘in a chain and transmission gear 
factory, thanks to new equipment install- 
ed, the weekly output is now bigger than it 
used to be under the 48-hour week.’ ” 


The improved distribution of credit, 
made possible by the reform of the Bank 
of France, permitted the strengthening of 
French economic machinery by the follow- 
ing measures: (1) inauguration of a pro- 
gram of great public works for the con- 
struction of roads, ports, hydroelectric cen- 
ters, dams, railroads, etc.; (2) institution 
of a system of loans to compensate small 
industry for the impact of the social legis- 
lation, by enabling it to purchase new 
machinery; (3) nationalization of war in- 
dustries. As we shall see later, the prin- 
cipal object of this nationalization was the 
regrouping of factories, the more complete 
utilization of the means of production, and 
the creation of new centers of production 
dispersed throughout the country and shel- 
tered from aerial bombardment. 


Collective bargaining and the arbitra- 
tion of labor disputes were made compul- 
sory. These measures were intended to 
preserve peace and prevent the sit-down 
strike from becoming the workers’ only 
answer to the employers’ abuse of author- 


ity. They staved off civil war in 1936 and 
permitted the peaceful arbitration of more 
than one thousand labor disputes in 1937. 

This general review of the economic 
reforms achieved by the Popular Front 
would be incomplete without some men- 
tion of the measures taken to protect agri- 
cultural producers, especially by the crea- 
tion of the Wheat Office (Office du Blé) 
and the development of producers’ co- 
operatives. Actually, the economic policy 
of the Popular Front was inspired by the 
experiments of the Scandinavian countries 
and the United States—a policy of high 
wages, extensive public works, and im- 
proved credit facilities for producers; it 
was complemented by social legislation 
under which Frenchmen of every social 
class and opinion who respected parlia- 
mentary law were to be guided and en- 
couraged in the practice of tolerance. 

These measures resulted in a consider- 
able increase in production. Compared with 
that registered in the same years in other 
countries, this increase may seem inade- 
quate, and we shall have to investigate the 
causes of this relative inadequacy; but men 
of good faith will note that it contrasts 
with the decline of production in 1934 and 
1935. The adversaries of the Popular 
Front have not failed to mention that 
French production would have risen in 
just the same way if the conservatives had 
not been defeated; but to say that, is to 
oppose a mere hypothesis to statistically 
established facts. Others maintain that 
toward the end of 1935 the index of pro- 
duction had a tendency to rise; but they 
forget to add that this tendency was of 
short duration. Several months before the 
advent of the Popular Front, foreign 
events, especially the re-militarization of 
the Rhineland, and on the domestic scene, 
the social agitation resulting from the de- 
flation of salaries and Fascist threats, had 
created a counter-current. To credit the re- 
vival of French economy in 1936 and 1937 
to the Popular Front is but an impartial 
statement of the facts. 

It is equally important to ascertain what 
ends were served by the general increase 
of industrial production. The thesis of 
the Vichy government, as stated in the 
recommendations of the Council of Po- 
litical Justice, is that the reforms of the 
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Popular Front “became instruments of 
social struggle . . . by which the moral 
strength of the country was dangerously 
weakened.” According to Vichy, the work- 
ers and, to a lesser degree, the farmers 
were the only ones to profit by the new 
situation resulting from the increase in 
wages and purchasing power of the masses. 
“The Popular Front’s mortal sin,” Vichy 
said, “‘was to prefer butter to cannon.” 
Again, the truth is in the statistics. The 
table below contains figures from the 
Statistical Yearbook of the League of Na- 
tions and from the Yearbook of Labor 
Statistics of the Bureau International du 
Travail. A comparison of the figures yields 
the following results: (1) a general in- 
crease in industrial production of 12.5 per 
cent from 1935 (Laval) to 1937 (Blum) 
was accompanied by an increase of 5.2 
per cent in the lump sum of wages and 
salaries computed in terms of real value— 
which means that the purchasing power 
of wage earners and officials increased 
about one-half of the whole of industrial 
production; (2) the general 12.5 per cent 
increase in industrial production included 
a 5 per cent decrease in the production of 
foodstuffs and an increase of only 10 per 
cent in textile production—which means 
that the production of consumers’ goods 
increased 50 per cent less than the totality 


INCREASE OF FRENCH INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTION FROM 1935 To 1937 
AS SHOWN BY INDEX NUMBERS OF PRODUCTION 
(Base: 1928=100) 


Consumer Goods 
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of industrial production; (3) the volume) 
of basic products serving the armamen} 
industry and the industrial equipment 0%) 
the country increased by about 25 per cen) 
—which indicates that the general growth 
of industrial production was concentrate} 
much more on reinforcing economy ane 
national defense than on increasing they) 
general consumers’ well-being. Melvin M 
Fagen gave the following example. ‘“The:) 
smelting of iron ore rose 27 per cent) 
and the production of steel 19 per cent 
from 1936 to 1937, reflecting the fresh- 4 
ened impetus toward industrial mechaniza-" 
tion. Indeed, as compared with the iron:” 
and steel production in Germany (3.5 peti 
cent), Great Britain (10 per cent), and) 
the United States (13 per cent), Francejy 
(22 per cent) could show greater progress} 
from 1936 to 1937 than any other coun-4) 
try.” Moreover, the studies published by) 
M. Jean Dessirier in the Revue d’ Economie, 
Politique in 1938 and 1939 show that] 
under the Popular Front the division of | 
private revenues of capital and labor re- 
mained about the same—which means that) 
the general growth of industrial produc- 7 
tion was absorbed by the great tool and. 
armament works. This growth benefited } 
not a particular group, but all classes; it 
was the first time in many years that a\| 
French government had in so large a meas- } 
ure taken cognizance of national interest. ! 


Products Serving Industrial 
Equipment and Armament . 
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It is therefore as incorrect to charge 
that the Popular Front preferred butter to 
cannon as to contend that its economic pol- 
icy reduced industrial production almost 
to nothing. A general increase of 12.6 
per cent in industrial production, an in- 
crease of 26 per cent in the production of 
taw materials serving armament manufac- 
ture and the industrial equipment of the 
country cannot be considered negligible. 
It is true that industrial activity during 
the same period was rising more rapidly 
ia England (18 per cent), in Germany 
(33 per cent) and in Soviet Russia (40 
per cent), but none of these countries had 
suffered from an enfeebling system of de- 
flation for two years. If one criticizes the 
economic policy of 1936-1937, what is 
there to say of the policy of 1934-1935, 
when French industrial production dropped 
10 per cent while British production in- 
creased 25 per cent, German, 55 per cent, 
end Russian, 99 per cent? 

One cannot study the documents with- 
out coming to the conclusion that the eco- 
nomic policy of the Popular Front was su- 
perior to that of its opponents. French 
economy suffered infinitely less from the 
etrors of the Popular Front than from the 
policy of the Doumergue, Flandin, and 
Laval cabinets. But Marshal Pétain had 
been in the Doumergue cabinet, and Laval 
and Flandin were members of the Vichy 
government, when action was ordered 
against the ministers of the Popular Front. 
It is hardly surprising that among Pétain’s 
precautions against the uncovering of dis- 
agreeable truths was an order forbidding 


the Court to extend its investigation to the 
1934-1935 period. 

The foregoing arguments constituted an 
ample justification for Blum and Daladier. 
But the economic policy of the Popular 
Front was not above reproach. The weak- 
nesses emerge if one compares the eco- 
nomic expansion of France between 1935 
and 1937 with that of the great industrial 
nations, An accurate measure is given by 
the table below; yet the insignificance of 
the faults of 1936-1937 as compared with 
those of 1934-1935 must always be borne 
in mind. 

What were the causes of this inadequacy 
and why was France unable to do as well 
as the United States, although outstripping 
Italy from 1935 through 1937? 

According to Vichy, the economic effort 
of the Popular Front was paralyzed by 
three factors: the weakness of the govern- 
ment in coping with labor agitation, the 
nationalization of war industries, and the 
enforcement of social legislation ‘diverted 
from its true end.” 

To justify the Popular Front ministers 
in a general way before impartial judges, 
it would suffice to point out that their 
hands were not entirely free. Not only 
had they inherited a poor economic mech- 
anism, but their adversaries, instead of 
observing the rules of the democratic game, 
employed every legal and illegal means to 
multiply their difficulties. The Popular 
Front ministers did not create economic 
disorder; they inherited it. The first wave 
of sit-down strikes had swept the country 
before the Popular Front came to power. 


VARIATION OF THE GENERAL INDEX OF INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTION DURING 
THE YEARS 1933-1935 AND 1935-1937 
(Base: 1929100) 


1933 


Country 
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* Excluding Russia. 
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They inherited political as well as social 
disorder, as agitation of Fascist organiza- 
tions had grown steadily since February 
6, 1934. From every point of view their 
situation was more difficult than that of 
the democratic governments of England or 
America, and the results of their efforts 
were bound to be different. 


The arguments advanced in the name of 
the Vichy government before the Supreme 
Court did not explain why French econ- 
omy did not profit more by the impetus of 
the Popular Front. Only a complete study 
of the economic and social situation would 
have allowed the court to arrive at the 
causes, but such a study would have re- 
vealed that those principally responsible 
for the economic weakness of France were 
not the Popular Front ministers. 


Summarized, these reasons were: the 
confusion caused by the policy of 1934- 
1935; the desertion of industrialists and 
capitalists; and a lack of boldness in gov- 
ernmental action. 


French economy, and especially indus- 
trial production, had been disorganized 
and weakened more profoundly than any- 
one imagined by the “supplementary de- 
Pression” of 1934-1935, following the 
“normal” or general depression of all capi- 
talist states in 1930-1932. France — and 
France alone—found herself in the posi- 
tion of the man who, while recovering 
from a dangerous illness, is struck by a 
second attack of the same disease. 


France had been moderately hit by the 
great world depression. In 1932 the gen- 
eral index of industrial production (which 
had remained at 83.5 in England, 89 in 
Switzerland, 84 in the Low Countries) 
fell to 72.2 in France, whereas it reached 
a low of 52.7 in the United States, 53.3 
in Germany, 60.2 in Czechoslovakia (for 
the year 1933), 60.3 in Canada, 62.5 in 
Poland, 66.9 in Italy, and 69.2 in Bel- 
gium. Certain French enterprises which 
would have been eliminated by a more 
severe depression because of their inade- 
quate equipment, were able to continue in 
existence by reducing their production. 
Throughout the world, economic recovery 
was aided by reconstructive measures in- 
stituted by industrialists and governments 
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alike. Economic New Deals, under | 
variety of names and methods, appeare(, 
almost everywhere; in all countries thi 
index of industrial production began ti’ 
rise steadily. In 1934-1935, France, oj) 
the contrary, favored its producers less thai 
it did those citizens who lived on unearnes, 
income, and as a result, French enterprise: |} 
experienced the difficulties and discourage 9} 
ments of a second depression which es 
might have been spared. This second de} 
pression was greater than the first becausi|j 
it struck an already weak and barely con, | 
valescent organism. The general index 0}: 
production fell to 73.1 in 1935 as comb 
pared with 72.2 in 1932. The period oj) 
acute crisis was longer if one consider), 
that the 1934 index was 75.2, while tha! 
of 1931 had been 86.4—which means thai! 
the average index for 1934-1935 was 74.1) 
as against 79.3 for 1932-1933. 


" During that second crisis, the “pron 
tected” enterprises (private monopolies; 
State-subsidized enterprises, etc.) were hit’ 
relatively more lightly than in 1931-1932) 
because they profited by the aid of the’ 
Bank of France and the government, tc 
the detriment of the rest of the country 
The studies of M. Jean Dessirier, the best! 
French statistician, showed that the “‘pro- 
tected’ enterprises continued to show 4) 
profit at the same time that the deflation! 
policy plunged the mass of the workers! 
and small entrepreneurs into want; this,)) 
in turn, meant that the “unprotected” pri- 
vate enterprises suffered more from thei 
economic policy of 1934-1935 than from 
the consequences of the world depression. 
The chart on the following page shows: 


1935 entered a second depression more; 
severe than the first. 


These were the results of France’s double 
crisis. Most enterprises had been unable: 


small to be “protected” had seen their re-\ 
serves wiped out twice because they had‘ 
been unable to obtain adequate aid from | 
private credit, which was directed by the 
Bank of France and distributed mainly to! 
enterprises in which the Bank’s two hun-)) 
dred largest stockholders were interested. 
The large “protected” enterprises had also § 
not sought aid, but for different reasons; ¥ 
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GENERAL INDICES OF INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTION FROM 1929 To 1938’ 
(Base: 1929=100) 
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tather than incur new expenses for inter- 
est, they found an easier device to main- 
ain their profits: they obtained customs 
protection and subsidies from conservative 
zovernments. Furthermore, the double 
tisis had affected not only machinery, but 
human beings. The directors of small busi- 
nesses had lost courage and faith in them- 
selves and in the future. Their spirit of 
initiative had resisted the depression of 
1930-1932, but could not weather the sup- 
plementary depression of 1934-1935, and 
they came to hope that the large monopo- 
listic enterprises would buy them out and 
leave them at the heads of their factories 
as employees. They let themselves be 
driven like sheep to slaughter into a ‘‘cor- 
poratism’’ advocated both by the Fascists 
and “‘big business,’’ which would have re- 
sulted in the complete subordination of 
French economy to the financial power of 
the trusts. 

In this frame of mind French employ- 
ets were incapable of doing their share in 
France’s reconstruction. Their conversion 
to Fascism was mostly due to their own in- 
competence, and that incompetence came 
largely from the bad effects of the two eco- 
nomic crises. By 1936-1937 the entre- 
preneurs had lost their professional skill; 
a slow evolution had made them either the 
fearful employees or the beneficiaries of a 
privileged class which was defending its 
positions and interests in the general de- 


cadence of economic activity that its own 
egoism and shortsightedness had produced. 
The economic recovery of France in 1936- 
1937 was hindered far less by the govern- 
ment’s errors in enforcing the new social 
and economic legislation than by the mis- 
takes of employers in directing their enter- 
prises. France lacked neither good work- 
ers nor good technicians nor even good 
ministers at that time, but rather courageous 
employers and competent industrialists. 


Henry W. Ehrmann understood this 
when he wrote: “It is generally agreed, 
among others by the Official Inquiry into 
Production, that French industry had 
chronic defects which raised costs to a much 
higher level than those in other countries 
with comparable economies. Insufficient 
rationalization and inadequate scientific 
organization of work, lack of standardiza- 
tion and incompetent commercial methods 
combined to make French industry and 
commerce especially sluggish under ‘de- 
pression’ conditions, The same factors im- 
peded effective competition on the world 
market, despite the price advantage created 
by the Blum devaluation.”’ 


The same general apathy was found 
among bankers and capitalists. The same 
avoidance of risk and responsibility, the 
same shirking of national duty encouraged 
by Fascist and reactionary propaganda, hin- 
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dered the financing of the most essential 
enterprises. Here we are faced by the ques- 
tion of the role and value of private capi- 
tal in modern economic life. It will be- 
come ever more important to know.to what 
extent state control over economic activity 
and public credit will replace the outworn 
machinery of savings and private credit. 
In the France of 1936-1937 and even 1938- 
1939 we witnessed a general strike of capi- 
tal, which had graver consequences for the 
recovery of economic activity than the sit- 
down strikes. This strike of capital was 
intensified by the export of money to for- 
eign countries. It has often been said that 
the Frenchman’s head is Left and his purse 
is Right, meaning that the Frenchman is 
progressive and radical in his thinking, 
but becomes conservative when he has pri- 
vate interests to defend; it also means that 
intelligence in France is generally Left and 
capital generally Right. Furious at their 
unprecedented defeat in 1936, the conserv- 
atives and reactionaries tried to oppose po- 
litical forces with economic measures by 
transferring their fortunes abroad; as they 
could not export their lands, estates, or fac- 
tories, they exported their movable capital, 
and the bankers of America, England, Hol- 
land, and Switzerland never had so many 
French clients as during the Popular Front 
regime. The national economy was there- 
by deprived of indispensable working cap- 
ital and new funds. Not only were the 
French bankers and capitalists unconcerned 
by such considerations, but it was precisely 
their intention to create difficulties for the 
Popular Front government. Melvin M. 
Fagen, in his study in the New Republic, 
noted how the attitude of the Popular 
Front’s enemies impeded the rearmament 
of France: 


“The Popular Front’s extraordinary de- 
fense program for the expenditure of 
twenty billion francs in 1937 (almost 
double the 1935 military budget), includ- 
ing four billion for the northern defense, 
was supported by all parties in the Cham- 
ber. What then followed illuminates the 
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peculiar patriotism of French capital. Sudl 
a prospect for increased arms expenditure} 
would, we might expect, lead to busines) 
optimism and to what our financial writer! 
call ‘a flurry of buying’ on the stock market 
But the New York Times of September 
1936, had a different story to tell undey’ 
the headline, ‘French Arms Plan Spury’ 
Gold Flow.’ The news that the govern’ 
ment was about to spend millions on de: 
fense was greeted with horror by thos¢| 
Frenchmen whose eyes were glued to the 
daily bond quotations. The New York) 
Federal Reserve Bank, within three day:) 
after the announcement of the defense pro:, 
gram, received for safekeeping almost.) 
twenty million dollars in French gold. Dur;) 
ing the month of September enough French 
capital had fled to the United States alone) 
to cover one-half of the entire cost of com 
structing the defenses along the Belgian*) 
front. Each time the government prepared 
to spend the money that had been author: 
ized for the northern fortifications, the } 
hounds of hell broke loose. Again in 
March, 1938, when Premier Chautempt 
asked for an expenditure of fifteen billion! 
francs for this purpose (the money to be) 
spent by a politically independent Nationalli, 
Defense Commission with Marshal Pétain’ 
as president), the hemorrhage of fs | 


began once more and the franc fell to the 
lowest rate it had reached since Never 
ber 11, 1926. The New York Times re-| 
ported on March 9, 1938, from Paris: “The; 
troubles of the franc, according to sip 
here .. . (arise from) the proposal of the 
Chautemps government to seek approvall| 
of a financial plan involving contemplated), 
expenditures of fifteen billion francs for.) 
national defense this year.’ The next day | 
the Chautemps government was overthrown), 
because it dared to insist that money be 
spent on guns, tanks, and fortifications. 
Blum became Premier again for one month 
—until the Senate refused to grant his re-_ 
newed requests for defense funds.” . 


f 
; 
| 


Like the industrialists who were unable, 
to manage their factories, and like the gen- ° 
erals, the French capitalists failed in their | 


duty. 


SHALL WE BE FREE OR SUBSERVIENT? 


ly CLIFTON MACON 


HE CHRISTIAN CHURCH for three cen- 
4. turies achieved a success that could not 
‘ave been foreseen, and when all of the 
dverse conditions it had to face are con- 
idered it seems nearly miraculous. 

Its members were fishermen and others 
f no influence or property. They had 
10 experience in promotion and no skill 
h. organization — no treasury or funds 
vith which to operate. Worst of all it was 
inathema to the two dominant powers of 
ts time, the Roman government and the 
ewish hierarchy. The latter actively op- 
yosed and persecuted the Christians, the 
ormer vacillated between periods of se- 
ere persecution unto death and others of 
artial tolerance. But in spite of these han- 
licaps the Christians with unparalleled 
eal and courage kept on in devotion to 
heir cause. The result was that in three 
enturies the Christian Church had spread 
Jl over the Roman Empire. The Roman 
oads were the highways for its messen- 
ers and wherever Roman troops were 
ent among them were Christian converts 
‘arrying their messages of brotherhood 
ind love. Opposition and persecution had 
ailed to effect their purpose; but only 
pread the fire of Christian devotion and 
pened to it new areas. By the beginning 
f the Fourth Century the Emperor Con- 
tantine, an astute politician, realized that 
ere was a power that had to be recog- 
lized, which he could not control, but 
vhich if courted and incorporated into the 
impire would be a great advantage. 


4 Sad Decision: 


The bishops of the Church (the laity 
vere not vocal in those days) could not 
esist the lure of royal favor, and there- 
ore yielded to the Imperial wish. Chris- 
lanity at once became the state church and 
n so doing not only lost its independence 
ut took on the blight of pride and vain- 
ory and the hazards of political influ- 
fce and chicanery. The humble simplic- 
ty of its founder Jesus was gone. Instead 
f the simple mind, the humble mission- 
ty leaders and guides to promote its pro- 
am there followed the imperialistic pat- 
etn and policy of the secular empire. 
Thus Princes of the Church, a prideful 


hierarchy, and supreme pontiffs followed. 
The consequence was many unknown and 
undreamed perils. First the great schism 
between the Eastern and Western churches 
—Rdme versus Constantinople—occurred, 
which was provoked by the pretensions of 
the Bishop of Rome, who because his seat 
was in the Imperial City arrogated to him- 
self imperial powers and attempted to 
dictate to other bishops church policy. 
Then, followed exclusive claims and dis- 
cipliffary action, persecutions, inquisitions 
and the excommunications of Kings and 
Natiéns, and finally the papal claim of 
infallibility. Interference with political 
action became habitual. One of the re- 
sults of all this was the Protestant Refor- 
mation of the 16th Century. Men came 
to the point where they would no longer 
endure the domination of the ecclesiasti- 
cal set-up of the self-constituted power of 
the Roman Pontiff and his Vatican cabi- 
net with the consequent evils. The re- 
sult was that all of middle and northern 
Europe and the British Isles became free 
of Roman Catholic dominance—and have 
so continued. But the Roman Church never 
lost its thirst and determination for power 
both ecclesiastical and political. 


A Great Event Happened: 

One hundred and fifty years after the 
Reformation the foundations of a new na- 
tion were laid in America. A nation com- 
posed chiefly of people who had migrated 
from Europe to escape religious persecu- 
tion, both Roman and Protestant. Their 
purpose was to have a nation in which 
there -would be true and complete reli- 
gious freedom. In adopting their national 
Constitution they specifically prescribed 
that there should be separation of Church 
and State, freedom of religion, freedom 
of the press and freedom of assembly. 
They confidently believed that they would 
be forever clear from the domination of 
any foreign power, political or ecclesias- 
tical. 

But the ecclesiastical power of Rome 
never surrendered its ambition to inter- 
fere and dominate. In so-called Roman 
Catholic countries, Italy, Spain, Portugal 
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and Latin America, Rome has strenuously 
opposed freedom of religion by endeav- 
oring to altogether exclude Protestant 
churches and missions. In this ceuntry it 
has not dared go that far, but it has and 
does influence the policy of its American 
churches and individuals to the disadvan- 
tage of the non-Roman Catholic interests. 
For example our Constitution declares the 
freedom of the press, and one would think 
that all loyal Americans would rejoice in 
that provision. But the Roman Catholic 
Church, with its control in a foreign ec- 
clesiastical state, so dominates the press by 
threats of boycott that it is difficult for 
Protestant interests to get a hearing. No 
matter how important the event or how dis- 
tinguished its sponsors, no word of it can 
get into the public press, if the Roman 
Catholic lookouts see in it anything in 
word or tendency adverse to its interests. 

Two illustrations out of many must suf- 
fice. In Philadelphia on March 5, 1937, 
the Medical Bureau of the American 
Friends of Spanish Democracy, cooperat- 
ing with the North American Committee 
to Aid Spanish Democracy, held a public 
presentation of an ambulance to the Span- 
ish Loyalists. The presentation was in the 
Metropolitan Opera House. Four thou- 
sand people were present. Many hundreds 
were turned away. The ambulance was 
driven upon the stage where the four doc- 
tors and eight nurses who were to accom- 
pany it to Spain were in uniform. There 
were notable speakers including Dr. John 
A. Mackay, President of Princeton Semi- 
nary. An offering of $2,300 was taken. 
A battery of photographers and reporters 
from the two morning papers, The In- 
quirer and The Record, was present. The 
next morning there was not a word of 
reference to this great occasion in the 
press, which greatly surprised those who 
‘had attended. Upon investigation news- 
paper friends admitted that pressure from 
the Cardinal’s Office was so great that they 
did not dare refer to the occasion. 

A meeting was held recently in the Fifth 
Avenue Presbyterian Church, in New 
York. The Italian ministers’ association, 
in collaboration with the Committee for 
Religious Freedom in Italy and a large 
number of Italians and Italian-Americans, 
adopted resolutions urging the government 
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to make Italy a test case for the Four Free 
doms, and to repudiate the tyranny ¢ 
Fascism. They appealed for ‘‘an Italy wit 
freedom of worship.” They said, “W 
expect and have the right to demand tha 
the same privileges and respect be a 
corded to the religious minorities (as t 
the religious majority) in Italy. For yeas 
the Protestants, Jews and non-conformist 
in Italy have lived in an atmosphere pet 
meated with the spirit of intolerance. The 
certainly deserve the right to worship a 
their consciences dictate without fear o| 


persecution or imposition, and without th 
restriction of a penal code.” To my knowl, 
edge no New York paper found this new 
“fit to print.” 


In other words, the Constitutional dec 
laration of a free press is nullified by 
minority acting under the direction of 
foreign power which believes neither in 
free press, nor freedom of religion. 


Furthermore, there is the Americai 
theory of majority rule, a safeguard agains 
minority tyranny. But this is also ignore: 
by the policy of the foreign controlle 
church and its spokesmen. For example 
in this country the vast majority do no 
belong to that church. Are they to b 
denied access to the press by the threa 
and opposition of the minority? A minor 
ity acting in violation of the spirit am 
declaration of American principles of free 
dom of the press and freedom of religion 
We should deplore any conflict betweet 
Roman Catholic and Protestant in thi 
country; and it need never happen if thi 
very numerous real Americans in the Ro 
man Catholic Church will demand tha 
their Church respect the Constitution it 
its provision for freedom, and shall say 
to the Vatican: Stop interfering with thi 
American churches and the American press 
[f that is not done ere long the 112,000,00¢ 
non-Roman Catholic citizens will say t 
the 22,000,000 Roman Catholics you shal! 
not take from us our rights under the 
Constitution; we shall demand them to the 
full. Finally, in an editorial in our Marck 
issue we referred to the concordats of the 
Vatican with Hitler, Mussolini and Franco: 
which certainly do not increase our confi 
dence in anything that ecclesiastical state 
may do. 


Our great regret is that by ill-advisec 
action our state has given recognition te 


_ that Church-State by sending to its head 
| a special Ambassador. As that Church- 
_ State consists of only about one hundred 
acres, and has no industrial, commercial 
or financial or military organization or 
recognized relations with us, we wonder 
why we should become involved with it, 
particularly since its principles and prac- 
tices are contrary to our American Consti- 
tution, 

But this recognition of a foreign un- 
| American state has had and is having 
dreadful, deadly results. Because the Pope 
_ asked that we refrain from bombing Monte 
Cassino and Rome, we did so. But that 
gave our enemies an immense advantage. 
_ It has cost us the wounding and death of 
thousands of our soldiers, nurses and 


other personnel, as well as the expenditure 
of millions of our money and the prolon- 
gation of the death-dealing war. 

It is high time that we were asking this 
question: Do we propose to have a free 
country as our Founding Fathers planned, 
and do we propose to win the war in 
Europe with the least possible expenditures 
of life and treasure? Or on the other 
hand, are we to please the Pope at all 
costs and submit to any limitations that he 
and his agents desire to impose? Let every 
American step up immediately and answer 
in voice and action. 

The time has also come to demand of the 
Press that it cease to favor a threatening 
minority whom it fears, and to serve all 
the people without partiality. 


INNOCENT FORERUNNERS OF EVIL 


The late Bishop Fred Bohn Fisher of the Methodist Church once 
visited the Prime Minister of Dalai Lama of Tibet. He asked the Tibetan 
eet the reason for closing Tibet to Christian missionaries and was 
told: 

“I tell you sir, if you are sincere im your desire to know .. . Sometimes 
we have thought of letting you missionaries of Jesus come. For your mes- 
Sage ts one of love and friendship and our people like you. But if we let 
you missionaries come, you teach our people to desire many things which 
they do not have which our country does not have. They see the mission- 
aries using things which they would like, things which, I admit, are both 
attractwe and useful. 

“By that time the traders—your western traders—have learned of 
their desires and come along with all these things our people have been 
taught to want. Trade grows. By and by our traders and your traders 
quarrel and need protection. They send to their governments, then thei 
soldiers come, and our people are killed. There is war. And by and by, 
we look at the flag pole. It is not our flag, but your flag. Our flag ts 
hauled down and trampled upon and a European flag is in its place. And 
out country is no more. No, Sahib, we shall not let your people im, even 
with the message of love. It is dangerous.” 


“FREDERICK BOHN FISHER, WORLD CITIZEN,” 
by W. H. FisHER. Macmillan Co., 1944 
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BERLIN USES SPELLMAN 


According to the New York Times, February 23, 1944, Archbishop Spellman 
of New York delivered an unscheduled message at the close of the annual Wash- 
ington’s Birthday memorial mass of the Knights of Columbus in St. Patrick’s 
Cathedral in which he deplored the bombing of Castel Gandolfo, the Pope’s sum- 
mer villa, by American airplanes. He had been scheduled to conduct the mass but 
not to speak. His statement followed a declaration made by the information bureau 
of the National Catholic Welfare Conference to the effect that recent bombings of 
Castel Gandolfo had resulted in the death of several hundred refugees who had 
taken shelter there. The Apostolic Delegate to the United States, the Most Rev. 
Amleto Giovanni Cicognani announced that he had been instructed by the Papal 
Secretary of State, Cardinal Maglione, to deny published reports that the territory 
of the papal villa at Castel Gandolfo was “‘saturated with Germans and therefore 
subject to bombing.” This referred to the report from Allied Headquarters at 
Algiers that Castel Gandolfo contained a “heavy saturation of Germans’’ and that 
“whenever vital enemy targets appear there they will of necessity be bombed.” It 
should be noted that Allied Headquarters did not say that Castel Gandolfo had been 
bombed. The only reports of actual bombing of Castel Gandolfo came over the 
Rome and Berlin radios. 

The Vatican radio broadcast in English on February 10, 1944, as follows: ‘The 
Osservatore Romano says this morning, during a new air attack, a number of bombs 
fell for the third time within the grounds of the pontifical villa at Castel Gandolfo, 
causing damage and casualties. We are informed that since this area enjoys the 
privileges of extraterritoriality, the Holy See, as on the occasion of the two pre- 
ceding air attacks, has not failed to express its remonstrance to those concerned. 
Other bombs fell on the property of the Holy See, namely-on the College of Propa- 
ganda which is adjacent to the pontifical villa. At the moment, by arrangement 
with His Holiness, it is sheltering many poor homeless families who have been 
stripped of all their belongings. Part of the College of Propaganda is built upon 
an extraterritorial site and it is just this part that has been completely destroyed, 
and unhappily with many casualties. The Holy Father gave orders that every pos- 
sible help should be sent at once from Vatican City to the stricken people. The 
incident is all the more painful in that it is already a matter of general knowledge 
that the pontifical villa and the adjoining properties of the Holy See have become 
the temporary refuge by the august arrangements of the supreme pontiff, of more 
than 15,000 people, including women and children.” 

According to an AP dispatch, February 12, “The Allied high command de- 
clared today that the German army was installed on the grounds of the papal palace 
at Castel Gandolfo and that if the Germans remained there Allied bombers would 
not spare the property, even though it belongs to the Vatican.” 

Admittedly there are many difficulties in the way of maintaining any kind of 
extraterritoriality or neutrality with respect to a piece of ground which is only 10 
miles from the edge of the Anzio beachhead and is situated in an area where the 
Germans are making a determined fight against the Allied invasion. A New York 
Times dispatch of February 12 pointed out that ‘‘Castel Gandolfo is on the Appian 
Way, one and a half miles above Albano, which has already been heavily attacked 
from the air, and is just six miles north of Campoleone, the scene of some of the 
most furious ground fighting.” 

The famous journalist Pertinax, writing for the North American Newspaper 
Alliance, says that documentary evidence (including photos) has been received 
here which proves that 4,000 or 5,000 German troops garrison the village of Castel 
Gandolfo and the adjoining villa. 

The Berlin radio beaming its propaganda to North America used the following 
Janguage on February 11, 1944, “An eye witness states the following concerning 
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the devastating effect of the brutal Anglo-American air attacks on the Pope’s sum- 
met residence at Castel Gandolfo. The place gives one an impression of complete “ 
devastation. Women are standing about weeping. Priests hurry along the streets 
of this extraterritorial papal property to administer the last rites to the fatally 
wounded. On the tile courtyards . . . there are thousands of refugees who hoped to 
be saved here in the neutral area of the Vatican territory from the ruthless Anglo- 
American air attacks which have driven so many civilian inhabitants from their 
homes. However, the Allies did not stop attacking this papal territory. Two 
squadrons rained bombs on this papal property and thus far it has not been pos- 
sible to ascertain how many persons wete killed. The priests estimate that 
thousands of people were killed.” 

Once more on February 19 Berlin spoke to North America thus: 

“Reuter reported that the Vatican has protested to the British government con- 
cerning the Anglo-American air attacks on the Vatican’s summer residence, Castel 
Gandolfo. The Vatican protest emphasized that there were no Germans on the 
property and that only Italian civilians had sought refuge there. 

“It is gradually dawning upon the people in England that the crime of Cassino 
and the defamation of Allied soldiers of one of the great Christian sanctuaries has 
evoked severe condemnation in the civilized world and may well have been the 
straw which broke the camel’s back.’’ 

The Berlin radio on February 24, 1944 said: “The Archbishop of New York, 
Francis Spellman, expressed his regret about the bombing of the summer residence 
of the Pope, Castel Gandolfo, by Allied air forces, on Tuesday. The Archbishop 
spoke in the St. Patrick’s Cathedral in New York City, and he said: ‘I must com- 
plain about the fact that the forces of our country have bombed the territory of a 
neutral state and the home of the Holy See, Castel Gandolfo; where helpless 
refugees have found shelter and where according to the statement of the Secretary 
of State of the Holy See no German soldier was within the borders of the Papal 
villa and where up to the present time there are no German military persons.’ ”’ 

Archbishop Spellman of New York implies that British American forces are 
deliberately bombing neutral Vatican property. Ignoring all reference to the fact 
that German concentrations are reported by the Allied Headquarters to be in Castel 
Gandolfo the Archbishop adopts Berlin’s thesis and plays Hitlet’s game. This in 
spite of the fact that the British-American command following the wishes of Roose- 
velt and Churchill have gone far out of their way to spare religious establishments 
even at the expense of thousands of American and British lives. 


The people of Europe will be able to see through this Nazi propaganda cam- 
paign. The people here however, are utterly confused about the whole thing. They 
are afraid even to open their eyes and see clerical-Fascism because they think it 
_ might make them appear bigoted. 


A PRAYER FOR LIGHT 


O Holy Spirit of God, take me as Thy disciple; guide me, illuminate 
me, sanctify me. Bind my hands, that they may do no evil; cover my eyes, 
that they may see it no more; sanctify my heart, that evil may not dwell 
within me. Be Thou my God, be Thou my guide. Whithersoever Thou 
leadest me I will go; whatsoever Thou forbiddest me I will renounce; and 
whatsoever Thou commandest me in Thy strength I will do. Lead me, 
then, unto the fullness of truth, Amen. 

PAULIST FATHERS 
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DID THE VATICAN FINANCE AN INVASION? | 
By LT. COMDR. CHARLES S. SEELY (Retired) | 


HE RECENT sharp exchange between 
aE spokesmen for the Vatican and the 
Russians may be the beginning of the 
“showdown” that must finally come be- 
tween Clericalism and Socialism (social 
and economic democracy). The Russians 
apparently believe—or at least strongly 
suspect—that the Vatican is one of the 
mainstays of Fascism which must be weak- 
ened before that ideology will fall. 

I do not know the Vatican’s connections 
with the present leaders of Fascism, but in 
1936 when I was collecting material for a 
book (which was later published) on world 
political-social conditions, I found evi- 
dence that the Vatican was then supporting 
Mussolini’s campaign in Abyssinia. A part 
of that evidence is as follows: 

In Rome early in October 1936 I made 
the acquaintance, and got the confidence 
of Captain H. N. Loch, a British conserv- 
ative, and obviously a realist well versed in 
world affairs. Probably because of the 
kind of conversation I insisted on pursu- 
ing, and especially the many leading ques- 
tions I continually asked, Capt. Loch (who 
I guessed was a British businessman per- 
manently residing in Rome) apparently 
became convinced that I was in the U. S. 
Secret Service or on Naval Intelligence 
duty, and in Italy for information. (In 
such cases it is worse than useless to deny 
anything, and since I was actually in Italy 
for information I had no intention of let- 
ting such a good opportunity pass.) Any- 
way, after several hours of conversation 
with him covering the entire Italian situa- 
tion, and after he had examined my pass- 
port (which showed that I was then a lieu- 
tenant commander of the U. S. Navy, and 
indicated that I was making a slow trip 
around the world visiting many coun- 
tries), and other credentials, and also after 
he had taken a day or so out, possibly to 
consult his superiors, he—or perhaps his 
superiors—may have decided to make use 
of me; to have me take back to the United 
States the British version of the Italian- 
Abyssinian situation. In any case Capt. 
Loch finally identified himself as an at- 
tache of the British Embassy and had me 
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to dinner at his home (not in the Em 

bassy). There, in a most disarming and 
convincing manner, he offered to answer 

almost any question about the Italian situa: 

tion I would propound. He indicated tha’ 
there were some things about which little 
could be told publicly at the moment, but 
he said that since the whole story woulc’ 
come out some day anyway, he felt that he’ 

could tell me most of it, and trust me tc 
use my judgment as to when and where te 
repeat it. 

I asked Capt. Loch a great many aid 
questions. Here are, in as near the exac’ 
words as I can remember—and certainly 
the sum and substance of—the most im) 
portant questions and answers that wer) 
asked and given: I asked, “Why does Eng 
land allow Mussolini to attack Abyssinia?” 
Capt. Loch answered, “We tried to stoy 
him, and felt that we could do it, but un 
foreseen complications arose which pre 
vented us from acting.” He went on, “W 
knew that Mussolini was broke (sic) ans 
we decided to stop him by demanding pay’ 
ment of Suez canal tolls in gold in advanc: 
(before allowing his ships to enter thy 
canal), a legal right we had, but which » 
almost never enforced. We felt that thi) 
would prevent the conquest of Abyssinia 
But it did not work.” “Why?” I askec 
“Well,” said Capt. Loch, ‘“Mussolin’ 
whom we knew had no gold, paid willing) 
ly in gold! We then put our intelligence 
men on the matter and they discovered tha) 
Mussolini was getting gold from the Vat) 
can to pay the tolls. We also discovere® 
that the Vatican was financing Mussolini” 
entire Abyssinian campaign.’” “What we 
the Vatican to get out of it?” I aske 
“Nothing much,” said Capt. Loch, “onl 
the right to convert all the Abyssinians t 
the Roman faith.” (Many Englishme 
omit the word ‘Catholic’ when talkin 
about the Roman Catholic Church. The 
simply say, ““Roman.”) Then continuing 
he said, “All obstacles to this conversic’ 
are to be removed by Mussolini. Amon 
other things he is to expel from Abyssin: 
all non-Roman missionaries just as soon ## 
he takes over.”” Capt. Loch, with a trace « 
a smile, then added, “Within a year th 
newspapers will report that all Protestaw 


j 


nissionaries are leaving Abyssinia.” (I re- 
all that in Paris about six months later I 
aw this mentioned in a British paper. ) 


Another question I asked was, “Is the 
atican a volunteer in this matter?”’ Capt. 
och said, “I cannot answer any questions 
long that line.” And although I tried 
ard with thickly veiled questions and sug- 
restions, I could not get any further in- 
ormation about this phase of the situa- 
jjion. That is, Capt. Loch would not give 
yoy hint as to whether Vatican aid was 
piven voluntarily or under compulsion. 
e gave the impression though that he 
new the answer but because the subject 
vas then ‘‘touchy’’ he was not at liberty to 
inake a statement regarding it. 

Capt. Loch impressed me as being a 


typical Baldwin-Chamberlain Conservative; 
an Imperialist who considered Hitler a 
bulwark against “bolshevism,’”’ but looked 
with some disfavor on Italian Imperialism. 
He gave no hint that he thought Hitler a 
menace to British security. I met Capt. 
Loch’s wife. She was a “white” Russian. 
They were both strongly anti-Soviet, and 
clearly indicated that they preferred Mus- 
solini and Hitler to Stalin. I corresponded 
with Capt. Loch until late 1939. His last 
address was the British Foreign Office, 
London, 


(The opinions and assertions expressed 
above are the private ones of the writer 
and are not to be construed as official or re- 
flecting the views of the Navy Dept. or the 
naval service at large.) 


* * 


OUR TOO UNDERSTANDING YOUNG 


It happened in Washington this year and I think you'd like to know. 
Though it is not of particular importance to a world in flames, never- 
theless it is significant and poignant. 

It was Lincoln's Birthday and as was customary and to be expected 
simple ceremonies commemorating the occasion were to be held at the 
Memorial. Being both a visitor to the Nation’s Capital, somewhat un- 
familiar with its geography and an ardent admirer of Honest Abe, 1 
started out a bit early so as to be able to visit alone for awhile and to 


4 Secure a vantage point from which to see and hear. 
th After spending some time reading the inscriptions and gwing free 
sal play to the emotions which come to all when standing before the strong 
de life-like seated figure, I partly descended the rows of steps leading to the 
id shrine and sat down to enjoy a few moments of meditation ana the 
if majesty of this monument overlooking the Potomac. 
I didn’t notice the children for quite a while but suddenly their 
ge presence became real. Three little youngsters, all of pre-school age, were 
dt solemnly walking back and forth on the sidewalk fronting the Memorial. 
No words were spoken but their group action bespoke a common under- 
ve standing. They were immaculately washed, their clothes were worn but 
oi freshly laundered and their demeanor much too quiet for children unac- 
tW companied by adults. Of course, the youngest, like younger sisters and 
se brothers generally, was slightly to the rear, partly walking and partly 
being dragged. Solemnly they walked to and fro, stopping each time 
15 they were directly in front of the Memorial to look uncertainly at the 
a Great Emancipator and the guards who were standing near me. 
i Finally they started slowly to ascend the steps, pausing frequently to 
i glance furtively at the guards, stopping completely when they reached 
the steps on which the guards were standing. They stood there for some 
pus time before speaking to each other and then the eldest detached herself 
ess from the group and approached the guards. 
0 She waited patiently until their conversation ceased and they took 
si notice of her before she timidly asked, “Can colored go in there?” 
08 JOsBPH M. STONE 
ig VI 
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STILL IN THE CRADLE J 


(For whom the shoe fits) | 


By ALFRED KREYMBORG 


He was still in the cradle when the Last War came 
And sounds as if he were still in the cradlé now, 
This tall young man whose righteous air betrays 
Leopards who left the liberal camp of yore 
When regimentation swallowed down the free 
And free speech had to turn conservative: 

Spots were changed or liberals ceased to live. 
And so today the orators arise 

Not in rebellion nor the classic style 

Of young Tom Paine or Thomas Jefferson, 

But in a concentrated rigmarole 

Driving the truest heirs of revolution 

Into a groove and giving their tongues a grave. 
Let these but raise the earth or quote one word 
A trifle out of step with the status quo 

And they receive the condemnatory name 

Men in their baldness spell for those in flame. 
If only this young man were merely young 

And thundered forth sheer hate or indignation, 
But his low voice, deliberate and cold, 

Makes him sound even older than the old 

Who dedicate their embers or their ashes 

To politic or chauvinistic arts 

Cunningly binding people to a state 

Through which no stars and stripes can ever shine 
Except from buildings much like any prison 
Tyrants reserve for acts of regicide. 

We are a race whose dreams were clear and deep, 
Whose Lexingtons and Concords won a land 
Washington saved and Jefferson gave a crown 
Simple enough for everyone to share, 

Supple enough for later men to grow— 

And this is still our democratic faith. 

But if our speech and action fall to fools, 

Apes who are old or old before their age, 
Equality will lure us into stripes 

Black as the black shirts, brown as the brown shirts are 
Whose youth was seized and ironed out and trained 
To slave away whole lives for the single star 

Of a bloody god inhuman enough to be 

Their common source and lasting destiny. 
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HE SAGA OF YUGOSLAVIA 
ALEXANDER RIZOV 


N A recent proclamation Marshal Tito 
said: ‘“‘Never before perhaps has so 
all a nation paid so high a price to con- 
nce the world that the blood which has 
-en shed in Yugoslavia has been its own 
ood . . . Tens of thousands of the 
tion’s finest sons had to lay down their 
ves in the course of two years’ unequal 
ruggle with the enemy before the truth 
out the actual situation in Yugoslavia 
uld force its way to the world’s 
inion,” 

After the glowing tribute paid to Mar- 
al Tito and his gallant men by Prime 
inister Churchill in his speech of Febru- 
22nd, it seems indeed incredible that 
@ saga of Yugoslavia should have been 
thheld from the world for so long. 
rtainly the case cannot be dismissed with 
hrug of the shoulders and the easy ex- 
se that no authentic news was available 
m inside Hitler’s Europe. The smoke- 
een hiding the true facts was no mere 
cident, no quirk of fate, but the result of 
sinister scheme of misrepresentation 
ich capitalized on the ignorance and 
judices in Anglo-Saxon countries. As 
full story of one of the cleverest hoaxes 
this war—the Mikhailovitch myth—is 
dually unfolding before the half incred- 
us eyes of the world, people every- 
ere are wondering how they could have 
n taken in so easily and for so long. 


However, for those sincere democrats 
o had become disillusioned as a result 
Allied dealings with various Francos, 


It demonstrates 
w the validity of Abraham Lincoln’s 
ous adage that ‘You can fool some of 
people all of the time and all the 
ple some of the time, but you cannot 
1 all of the people all the time.” So 
amic and vital a force as the Yugoslav 
eration Movement could simply not be 
hored forever. The promoters of the 
o-Metternich policy who thought that 
py could deal with the Europe of yester- 
‘, with shadows of the past, had to yield 


fore the inexorable logic of events. 


What is happening today in Yugoslavia 
has assumed an importance out of all pro- 
portions to the size of that country. It is 
much more than a struggle of a brave little 
people against a foreign aggressor and his 
domestic stooges. Yugoslavia — the only 
nation which has not waited to be liberated 
—has become a test case, a laboratory in 
which the forces of Europe’s tomorrow are 
clashing with the forces of yesterday. Our 
atttitude towards it is therefore of consid- 
erable importance for the whole of Europe. 


It is by no freak of chance that the 
Yugoslav people have been cast into the 
tole of spearhead of the European forces 
of liberation. Their whole past has been 
an almost endless struggle against oppres- 
sion. Their folklore is replete with the ex- 
ploits of Serbs and Macedonians against 
their Turkish masters, with the stubborn 
1000-year old resistance of the little Slo- 
venian nation against the Austro-German 
policy of denationalization, with the epic 
of the Croatian peasant leader Mathias 
Gubec whose 16th-century uprising against 
the feudal lords is in many ways reminis- 
cent of the present great upheaval in Yugo- 
slavia. 

Yugoslavia came into existence follow- 
ing the First World War and can in a 
sense be considered a child of President 
Wilson’s principle of national self-deter- 
mination. Yet far from representing an 
artificial Versailles creation—as its enemies 
claimed—it was actually the result of a 
long historical process. Racial and linguis- 
tic affinities proved to be a much stronger 
force than the cultural and religious differ- 
ences which through long centuries had 
separated the Croats, Slovenes and Serbs 
under Austro-Hungarian rule from the 
Serbs of Old Serbia and Montenegro and 
from the Macedonians. While the former 
had been under the influence of Western 
ideas and belonged to the Roman Catholic 
Church, the latter were Eastern in outlook 
and of Orthodox faith. It is only natural, 
however, that these differences in back- 
ground and religion did create a certain 
basis for antagonism which was readily 
fanned and exploited both by foreign 
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powers inimical to Yugoslavia and by a 
ruling clique thriving on the disunity of 
the people. As a result the so-called Serbo- 
Croatian problem has received undue at- 
tention during the brief history of Yugo- 
slavia. It became a political football which 
was tossed around to cover up the much 
more basic antagonism between the people 
and a corrupt and dictatorial oligarchy. 
For in Yugoslavia, as in so mamy other 
countries in pre-war Europe, the ruling 
clique had managed to hold on to the reins 
of power in opposition to the people’s 
interests. 

The early struggles which beset newly 
created Yugoslavia revolved around its 
political structure. While the majority of 
the people favored federalism, an articu- 
late and well-knit minority stood for cen- 
tralism. During the first three years of 
Yugoslavia’s existence, years of relative 
democracy, many liberal Serbs and Croats 
had supported centralism as the best means 
of establishing a unified nation. But inas- 
much as the main exponent of centralism 
was the Radical Party which was predom- 
inantly Serbian in character, while the 
principle of federalism was championed by 
the Croatian Peasant Party, the whole 
question was usually presented as a clash 
between the Serbs and the Croats. This, 
however, was a dangerous oversimplifica- 
tion. Actually federalism soon became the 
slogan of the democratic forces in Yugo- 
slavia, while political reaction saw in cen- 
tralism the best instrument to perpetuate 
its rule. Since the ruling clique conceived 
of centralism in terms of Serbian hegem- 
ony, Croats and other non-Serbs in Yugo- 
slavia resented it also as a means of nation- 
al oppression. After the adoption of the 
centralistic Vidovdan Constitution in 1921, 
popular opposition to the Radical Party, 
which was the political mouthpiece of reac- 
tion during the first decade of Yugoslavia’s 
existence, increased steadily. 

The widening cleavage between the 
people and its rulers was bound to end up 
in open dictatorship. The assassination of 
the dynamic but erratic leader of the Croa- 
tian Peasant Party, Stephen Radich, in the 
Belgrade Parliament hastened this process. 
In 1929 King Alexander, a strong and 
despotic character, proclaimed a personal 
dictatorship, appointing as his Prime Min- 
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ister General P. Zhivkovich. The las 
shreds of civil liberties were removed an= 
a new, completely authoritarian, Constitu: 
tion promulgated. After the assassinatios 
of King Alexander in 1934, his successcy 
Regent Paul continued the dictatoria 
course of his royal cousin. Moreoves 
under the impact of the increasing powe) 
of fascism in Europe and the growth c 
the appeasement spirit in the French an 
British governments, Prince Paul and h» 
trusted Prime Minister Stoyadinovic 
(often called the Yugoslav Laval) adopt 
ed a more and more pro-fascist policy 
The torpedoing of the Little Entente an, 
the isolation of Czechoslovakia was i. 
large measure the work of Stoyadinovich- 
His steadfast refusal, against the almon 
unanimous will of the people, to recogniz, 
the’ Soviet Union further weakened Yuge 
slavia’s external position. 

Popular opposition against the dictato | 
ial regime became increasingly articulay, 
and during the 1935 and 1938 election) 
the vast majority of the people, Serb 
Croats, and Slovenes, voted for Radich; 
successor, the Croatian Matchek, who heac 
ed the opposition list. While at the tinr, 
these elections did not appreciably affe.. 
the political picture, they assume spect; 
significance in the light of subsequess 
events, for the same people who in tho | 
days braved terror and persecution to vo} 
against the regime are today the rank ar 
file of the Yugoslav Liberation Movemeny} 

On the eve of this war Prince Pavo 
learning a lesson from the sad fate ™} 
Czechoslovakia, tried to conciliate the Cro} 
tian people by negotiating an agreeme} 
granting them partial autonomy. He thi 
managed to drive a wedge between the o 
position forces, for while the Croats ncj| 
enjoyed a certain measure of democrat 
freedom, the Serbs and others continued 4 
be subjected to the misrule of the dictator. 
regime. But the outbreak of the war beg if 
to overshadow internal 4 
Yugoslavia was increasingly drawn in}! 
the orbit of the Axis. German politic] 
and economic eet of the count} 


hydra: there existed, to begin switl a que 
considerable German minority as well ac} 


he Ustashi—a Croatian fascist organiza- 
tfion which had engineered, under Musso- 


ion; and finally the pro-fascist clique in 
typower. It was therefore no surprise when 
he new Premier Cvetkovich, following 
he example of his Rumanian and Bulga- 


ourse of events profoundly. When news 
pf the capitulation reached Yugoslavia, the 
whole country was gripped by a wave of 
#pontaneous mass demonstrations. Young 
kod old, men and women went out into 
he streets to protest against the Vienna 
§nfamy. Fully aware of the grave conse- 


}f Yugoslavia, faithful to their fighting 
radition epitomized in the proverb 
‘Rather death than slavery,” brought 
‘bout the fall of the government which 


Mhation. A world grown almost cynical by 
‘he spectacle of continuous capitulations 


fvoided. The phenomenal growth of the 
artisan movement in Yugoslavia was but 
2 logical consequence of March 27. 

| The government which assumed power 
on that fateful date and which was headed 
by General Simovich was not exactly a 
@popular government, but it certainly was 
#in many ways the most representative gov- 
#tnment Yugoslavia had ever had. Unfor- 
@tunately, as later developments were to 
prove, it was dominated by members of the 
same old clique which had ruled the coun- 
ftry for two decades. These personages 
#found strong support in the military cam- 
farilla around young King Peter, men of 
lecidedly authoritarian and narrowly Serb- 
#ian outlook. Only thus can it be explain- 
ed that the later Serbian Quisling, General 
Nedich, was left in military command of 


the crucial sector in Macedonia. Under 
these circumstances it is not surprising that 
the Yugoslav army was unable to put up 
any effective resistance against a foe greatly 
superior in men and equipment. The Ger- 
mans struck on April 6th, and within two 
weeks the country was completely overrun. 
Both the King and the government, with 
the exception of Vice-Premier Matchek, 
fled the country and finally managed to 
reach London. 

Conquered Yugoslavia was carved up by 
the victor and divided between Germany, 
Italy and their satellites. Puppet regimes 
were set up in Croatia and Serbia, the for- 
mer under the Ustashi leader Pavelich, the 
latter under General Nedich. But while 
Serbia’s status has never been clearly de- 
fined, Croatia was proclaimed an “‘Inde- 
pendent Kingdom” which later declared 
war on the United Nations. The king, in- 
cidentally,—a cousin of the Italian King— 
never ascended the throne. 

After conquering and breaking up 
Yugoslavia, Hitler’s next step was to oblit- 
erate it. This he hoped to achieve by 
means of his famous secret weapon—di- 
vide and conquer. In an attempt to fan the 
flames of animosity between Serbs and 
Croats, he induced the Serb-hater Pavelich 
to carry out pogroms against the Serbian 
population in Croatia which assumed pro- 
portions reminiscent of St. Bartholomew’s 
night. It required but little prodding to in- 
duce the Chetniks—an old Serbian guer- 
rilla organization which had degenerated 
into a terroristic tool of the Belgrade re- 
gime—to indulge in reprisals against the 
Croats. These fratricidal carnages had con- 
siderable repercussions, both within the 
country and abroad. 

The Yugoslav government-in-exile, once 
settled in London, proved incapable of 
working out a constructive program for 
the future of the country. Instead it en- 
gaged in petty bickerings and sterile dis- 
sensions. The dominant group in the cab- 
inet, composed of men with a reactionary 
and chauvinistic Serbian outlook, began to 
accuse the Croatian people of having 
brought about the military catastrophe by 
their “treachery.” There had indeed been 
a few individual desertions on the part of 
Croats, most of which occurred after the 
breakthrough in Macedonia, but they cer- 
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tainly did not warrant the above monstrous 
accusation. When news of the Ustashi 
massacres of Serbs seeped through to the 
outside world, a regular anti-Croat and 
anti-Yugoslav campaign was started with 
the backing and secret support of influen- 
tial members of the government-in-exile. 
Their mouthpiece in the United States, the 
American Srbobran, wrought considerable 
havoc within the ranks of the Yugoslav 
emigration by its anti-democratic, jingoistic 
and divisive writings. 

Meanwhile within Yugoslavia there de- 
veloped the first signs of organized resist- 
ance to the Axis. For a long time it was 
identified abroad with the name of Drazha 
Mikhailovich, a Serbian army colonel 
whose following consisted mainly of dis- 
banded soldiers and Chetniks who had re- 
fused to follow the summons of their lead- 
er Pechanats to cooperate with the enemy. 
The activities of the Mikhailovich group 
were, however, soon overshadowed by the 
spontaneous emergence of a strong popu- 
lar movement which came to be known, as 
the Partisans (a name dating back to the 
American Revolution). This movement 
was the answer of the people of Yugosla- 
via to Hitler’s reign of terror which made 
life in towns and villages unbearable. Its 
first organizers were in the main Commu- 
nists, veterans of the Spanish Civil War 
and a group of liberals headed by Dr. Ivan 
Ribar. A few weeks after the military de- 
bacle Josip Broz (Tito), a former metal 
worker and Secretary of the Communist 
Party, met secretly with Dr. Ribar and 
others in Belgrade, and there they agreed 
on a common program and issued a procla- 
mation to the people of Yugoslavia. 

With Hitler’s attack on the Soviet 
Union the Partisan movement received a 
tremendous impetus and in July 1941 it 
was in control of large sections of Western 
Serbia and Eastern Bosnia; activities spread 
into Croatia, Slovenia, Montenegro and 
other parts of the country. Starting with 
nothing but guts and an understanding of 
what they were fighting for, the Partisans 
soon managed to provide themselves with 
arms by constant raids on fascist garrisons 
and attacks on munition trains. Their 
guiding principle was: “If you need some- 
thing, go out on the road and get it from 
the Germans.” Their aggressiveness and 
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willingness to fight the enemy whee 

they met him, coupled with their sloga 
“Death to Fascism! Freedom for the: 

People!” found a resounding echo amon 
the population, and their movement gre 

by leaps and bounds. People of all nation 
groups—Serbs, Croats, Slovenes, Maca 
donians, of all denominations — Ortho: ! 
dox, Catholics, Moslems, Jews; of all polit- | 
ical parties—Liberals, Conservatives, So 
cialists, Communists—flocked to its colors, | 
united by one common will: to free the. 
country from the fascists and create a true” 
democracy. | 
Following an old Serbian custom, thes 
Partisans proceeded to hold municipal) 
elections the moment they had captured a) 
town or village. In this way they built upn 
in the liberated territories a civil adminis q 
tration which had the full support of they 
people. The administrative committee ; 
proved highly efficient, running <a 
factories and other plants, organizing 4 
postal service and restoring, wherever posts 
sible, railway communications. : 
In November 1942, after extending its: 
control to almost one third of the country,,i| 
the Partisan movement began to ordinal 
@ 


politically and militarily. To coordinat 
its administrative activities, a meeting of! 
the representatives of that movement was 
held in Bihac, Bosnia. It was attended by 
delegates from all parts of the country whe 
elected an Anti-Fascist Council of National) 
Liberation, consisting of 65 members. This‘ 
council was entrusted with the task of con 
ducting the administration of the liberatec ' 
territories and of organizing supplies fos 
the army. Its President was Dr. Ivan Ribar - 
a prominent Croatian lawyer from Bel: 
grade who had been President of the 
Yugoslav Constituent Assembly in 1920: 
The new administration proceeded to print) 
its own money and establish its banking sys: 
tem, floating loans which proved an imme 
diate success among the population. Ar: 
extensive educational campaign against il) 
literacy was organized, and newspaper! 
published. The Partisan units were reor’. 
ganized into a regular army, known hence» 
forth as “The National Liberation Army; 
and the Partisan Detachments of Yugo: 
slavia.” 

It is noteworthy that in this process of] 
national regeneration the church has playec! 
a considerable role. Religious leaders have 


been among the most powerful forces ral- 
lying the Yugoslav people in their fight for 
freedom and democracy.* Their coopera- 
jtion has been so much appreciated by the 
Partisans that they have coined the slogan: 

‘A beard is worth a brigade.” 

} Early in 1943 the Partisans broadcast 
eir program over their radio station 
Free Yugoslavia”: 
| 1. The liberation of the country from 
the occupation forces and the winning of 
Mindependence and truly democratic rights 
and liberties by all peoples of Yugoslavia. 
2. The inviolability of private property, 
“full opportunity for initiative in industry 
and the economic field. 

3. No radical changes to be introduced 
@in the social life, except for the replacing 
Mof reactionary district administrations and 
‘gendarmes by elected people’s institutions 
@of a truly democratic character. All im- 
i} portant measures in social life and state 
organizations to be decided after the war 
by representatives freely elected by the 

people. 

4. The People’s Liberation Movement, 
"fighting for the freedom of the people, is 
M@alien to every form of violence and law- 
iB lessness. 

5. The People’s Liberation Movement 
Maccords full recognition of national rights 
to Croatia, Slovenia, Serbia, as well as to 
i) Macedonians and others. 

| The truly democratic character of this 
program helps explain the almost magic 
appeal of the Yugoslav Liberation Move- 
ment not only within Yugoslavia, but out- 
side as well. Today there are Italian, 
Czech, Bulgarian, Russian, Hungarian and 
other units fighting in its ranks. It is basi- 
J cally a peasant program, expressing the Bal- 

§jkan peoples’ aspirations for democracy. 
| But, more than that, it is the voice of re- 
fi oascent Europe. 

4 Such a program was bound to arouse the 

enmity of reactionaries and pro-fascists the 
if world over. The Yugoslav government-in- 
@ exile at first tried to ignore it, attributing 
all its victories to General Mikhailovich 
4’ whom it had made its Minister of War 
early in 1942. Then it proceeded to launch 
a campaign of vilification which has but 


* This contrasts with the attitude of the majority 
of the Croatian Catholic and Serbian Orthodox 
clergy in America who have been among the fore- 
most defamers of the Paritisan movement. 


few parallels in history. The Partisans were 
described to the outside world as ordinary 
brigands, dangerous anarchists or a bunch 
of communists. Meanwhile General Mi- 
khailovich was hailed as a new Robin Hood. 
In reality Mikhailovich, after a brief pe- 
riod of cooperation with the Partisans in the 
fall of 1941, had come to terms with the 
enemy and had turned against his own 
countrymen fighting for freedom. A 
staunch royalist and adherent of the reac- 
tionary Serbian hegemony thesis, he treat- 
ed the Partisans as rebels who were more 
dangerous than the Germans. And thus 
originated what has improperly been called 
the Yugoslav Civil War. This term is a 
misnomer, since practically the whole pop- 
ulation is as united as it never was before 
in its history. Against it have ganged up 
the main enemy Hitler and his domestic 
stooges—the relics of the former dictator- 
ial regimes. Mikhailovich has sided with 
the latter, and the Partisans had, as Church- 
ill so well expressed it, to inevitably 
come into collision with him, since their 
activities upset his accommodations with 
the enemy. 

As the rift in Yugoslavia became more 
pronounced, the few democratic members 
of the Yugoslav government-in-exile pro- 
tested against the attitude of the inner 
clique. After a series of crises, in the 
course of which one government followed 
another, King Peter appointed a so-called 
neutral government of third-rate civil serv- 
ants which could in no way lay claim to 
represent the people of Yugoslavia. Mi- 
khailovich was retained as War Minister, 
notwithstanding his collusion with the 
enemy, while the new Minister of the 
Interior was a disreputable police character 
from the worst days of the dictatorship. 

Meanwhile the controversy over Mi- 
khailovich’s role continued to agitate the 
world. To some who more and more be- 
came identified with world reaction he was 
still a hero, fighting the Germans and “‘the 
reds,” while liberal circles castigated him 
as traitor. Officially, Mikhailovich claimed 
to play a waiting game, excusing his inac- 
tivity against the enemy on tactical 
grounds. While his treacherous activities 
have been known to responsible Allied 
quarters for quite some time, it is only 
after Churchill’s last speech that the Mi- 
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khailovich episode can be considered as 
closed, although he continues to be the 
Wat Minister of an officially recognized 
Allied government. 

The Italian capitulation basically affect- 
ed the Yugoslav situation. The Liberation 
Movement had grown so strong that it im- 
mediately capitalized on it and, at one 
time, controlled almost the whole Dalma- 
tian coast. Its activities reached irito Italy 
and Germany proper. Several Italian divi- 
sions were disarmed by it and thousands of 
Italians joined its ranks. The world could 
no longer ignore such a force. British In- 
telligence officers began to send back glow- 
ing reports about the strength and disci- 
pline of these Unconquerables. It was now 
revealed that in the dark days of 1942 
when the Nazi military wave lapped at the 
gates of Asia, before Stalingrad and Cairo, 
thousands of Germans had never reached 
their destination on the African and Rus- 
sian fronts; that during the Tunisian cam- 
paign 217 German troop trains going 
South had been destroyed; that when the 
Americans were facing two German divi- 
sions in Sicily, Tito was keeping in check 
seven; finally that up to the Anzio landings 
the Partisans kept engaged more Axis 
troops than the Anglo-American armies in 
Italy. The Allies realized that here was an 
effective force, 250,000 men strong, which 
had rendered an inestimable contribution 
to the cause of the United Nations and 
which would be a tremendous asset in any 
projected Balkan invasion. Military expe- 
diency which up to then had somewhat 
mysteriously worked in favor of various 
Darlans and Badoglios, made it imperative 
that the popular movement headed by 
Marshal Tito be recognized and supported. 
The atmosphere improved considerably 
after Teheran, and in December 1943 
Minister Law and Secretary Hull officially 
announced in the name of their respective 
governments that Tito would get aid from 
the Allies. The Soviet Union has support- 
ed the cause of the Liberation Movement 
ever since 1942, when it protested to the 
Yugoslav government-in-exile about the 
pernicious consequences of Mikhailovich’s 
activities. Today British and American 
military missions have joined Tito’s staff 
and a Soviet delegation, headed by Lieuten- 
ant General Korneyeff, has just landed on 
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Yugoslav soil. Marshal Tito has bee 
made Commander-in-Chief of that battle 
front, and he can call for Allied air sup-: 
port in his actions. British commando: 
and American officers are fighting with the. 
Partisans on Dalmatian islands, and forme 
Yugoslav ships, captured by Italians, hav 
been handed over to the patriots. Today, 
the Liberation Movement is pinning down 
no less than 29 Axis divisions. 

However, the political angle of the 
Yugoslav problem is as yet still unsolved. 
After its great victories in the fall of 1943, 
and its inner consolidation, the Yugoslay 
Liberation Movement elected a provisional 
government in its temporary capital, Yayce. 
The government which is headed by Mar-' 
shal Tito, comprises representatives of 
most Yugoslav parties. Its Foreign Minis- 
ter is Smodlaka, Dalmatian Senator an 
former high ranking diplomat; its Minis- 
ter of the Interior is an Orthodox priest. 
Rev. V. Zechevich who commanded 
Chetnik detachment but after Mikhailo- 
vich’s treachery joined the Partisans. Dr. 
Ribar continues to be President of the 
Anti-Fascist Council. One of the first acts: 
of the new government was to deprive the 
government-in-exile of all rights of a legal) 
government and to forbid King Peter’s re- 
turn to the country until after liberation. 
The Allies who continue to give de jure 
recognition to King Peter’s et 
are faced by a delicate problem and) 
Churchill was compelled to admit that he 
had “to pick (his) words with great oe 
because the situation was complicated.” 

The recent open espousal of the Partis 
cause by the Premier of the March 274 
1941 government, General Simovich, and! 
still more Churchill’s latest speech are per- 
haps mere straws in the wind, but they) 
would tend to indicate that the Allies are’ 
fully aware of the stability of Tito’s power 
and are increasingly inclined to give him 
more than de facto recognition or force 
Peter to recognize Tito. 

The emergence of the Yugoslav Libera- 
tion Movement is one of the most signifi- 
cant and amazing phenomena of this war. 
Here is an army of common men and 
women (the latter constitute 20% of its 
effectives) of uncommon greatness. A 
movement which has given true meaning 
to the words ‘‘A People’s War” and “Four 
Freedoms,”’ an army which has stirred the 


llemocrat. That is why it has aroused such 
, tremendous enthusiasm everywhere. The 
ew thousand soldiers organized by King 
Peter’s government in the Near East have 


iilmost unanimously voted to support Tito. 


Whe Liberation movement, which has uni- 


hed the Yugoslavs, has also brought about 
inity in the ranks of the Yugoslav Amer- 
Iicans, and today the United Committee of 
south - Slavic Americans, comprising the 
vast majority. of Americans of Serbian, 
§ croatian, Slovenian, Macedonian and also 
H3ulgarian descent, is a living testimony of 
his new-found unity. 


Harpers, 1934, N. Y. 


Harpers, 1942, N. Y. 


1. Analysis 
2. Documents 
3. Who's Who 


Louis Adamic: My NATIVE LAND 


The people of Yugoslavia are today in 
the heat of battle forging their democratic 
destiny. They have resolved the national 
problem, given freedom to the long- 
oppressed Macedonians and others, created 
a State structure which will permit the Bul- 
garians, who are also South-Slavs, to join 
the Yugoslavia of tomorrow. They have 
given new hope to the enslaved peoples of 
the world and galvanized the democratic 
forces everywhere. Their newly gained 
strength has given them assurance and con- 
fidence, and they are firmly determined to 
be henceforth the masters of their own 
fate. The Balkans, hitherto a derogatory 
term, promise to become a shining ex- 
ample to the rest of mankind. 
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THE INDIAN FOOD SCANDAL 


By TARAKNATH DAS 


N AN otherwise excellent article, “Food 
Crisis in India” (Far Eastern Survey, 
Jan. 12, 1943), the author, Mr. Grajdan- 
zev, implies that grain exports from India 
are not an important factor in the food 
crisis in that country. He quotes Major 
Gen. Wood, Food Secretary of the Govern- 
ment of India, who reported to the Coun- 
cil of State in Delhi that exports of grains 
from India in the first seven months of this 
year (1943) were substantially less than 
100,000 tons . . . the total food grain ex- 
ports through the port of Calcutta (Ben- 
gal) from April 1942 to February 1943 
were 48,480 tons. 

These figures give the impression that 
during the period April 1942 to February 
1943 India exported only 48,000 tons of 
food grains, possibly rice, from Bengal. It 
must be remembered that since the con- 
quest of Burma in 1941, the Japanese have 
virtually dominated the Bay of Bengal, 
and rice exports from India to Africa, the 
Near East, the Persian Gulf region and 
Russia have gone from. western ports, 
possibly from Bombay and Karachi. More- 
over, in 1943, when India was in the grip 
of famine, food exports did not stop. 

Again, Mr. Grajdanzev states that “the 
total (annual) crop in India available for 
human consumption must average between 
90 and 100 million tons...” He further 
points out, from the available figures on 
export and import of rice and wheat for 
the period 1935-1939, that India imported 
an annual average of 1,024,000 tons of 
rice and 60,000 tons of wheat, while her 
rice export was 30,000 tons, her wheat 
export 281,000 tons. 

It should be remembered that in 1939, 
to meet the requirements of her increased 
population, India needed more than one 
million tons of rice from the neighboring 
countries of Burma, Siam and Indo-China, 
all rice-exporting countries. Before 1939 
India never exported more than 30,000 
tons of rice annually. 

According to the British Library of In- 
formation and the Office of the Trade 
Commissioner of India in New York, 
figures on exports of rice from India are 
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confidential. But it can be substantiated 
that rice exports from India during the 
period April 1940 to December 1942 in- 
creased at least 900%. | 

From an analysis of figures available 
from British Government official statis- 
tics,* it appears that during the twelve- 
month period, April 1940 to March 1941, 
251,000 tons of husked rice were exported 
from India; April 1941 to March 1942, 
316,000 tons; and April 1942 to Decem- 
ber 1942, 212,000 tons. Thus during the 
period from April 1940 to Decembei 
1942, the total export of rice from India 
was 829,000 tons. The significance of this 
figure can be fully realized when one con: 
siders that in normal times India importec | 
more than 1,000,000 tons and exportec| 
only 30,000 tons of rice annually. Thus ii 
becomes clear that, during the perioc/ 
1940-1942, India was deprived of at leas | 
800,000 tons which she herself needed. 

Furthermore, the situation was aggra| 
vated by the following fact: From the fal 
of Burma in 1941 to the present time) 
India has been unable to secure at leas 
1,000,000 tons of rice which she used tc 
import annually from Burma and othe| 
adjoining countries. Thus, from the scant} 
statistics available, it is clear that, becausi 
of excessive exports and disappearance 0 
imports during 1940-1943, India’s ria 
supply was short by at least 3,500,00( 
tons. 

It is a known fact that India has beet! 
experiencing a food crisis since 1940) 
Under such circumstances, it would appea 
that grain exports from India in any forn| 
should not have been permitted by thi 
Government of India. The Governmen| 
has final control over Indian finance an«} 
commerce. 

During the year following Japan’s dec| 
laration of war against Britain, India, al] 
though cut off from a million tons or mor 
of rice imports, absolutely essential for he| 
existence, exported 323,000 tons of rice. | 

Finally, no figures are available on th 
quantity of rice and other food stuffs put| 


* Monthly Survey of Business Conditions ¢. 
India, issued by the Office of the Economic Adviso 
of the Government of India, Vol. IX, No. 11, Feb! 
1942, p. 711, and Vol. X, No. 9, Jan. 1943, p. 405} 


| chased by the Government of India and 
_ stored for future use for military purposes 
in India. These measures, too, reduced the 
amount of food available for consumption 
| by the Indian civilian population. 
__ Britain does not produce enough food to 
feed her people, but the British people 
_ during this war, though severely rationed, 
_ have not starved. Their food imports have 
| continued to some extent. Indians, how- 
| ever, have died by the millions because 
), India could not get food from outside. 


Shipping space was not provided to bring 
food to India’s starving people, but ship- 
ping space was available to send food out 
of the country. 

Does this mean, then, that the lives of 
the people of India have less value in the 
estimate of the British Government than 
those of the British people? The people of 
India, indeed, the peoples of Asia, may 
well regard this as evidence of the double 
standard of international morality of the 
leading members of the United Nations. 


RADBURN HILL 


Come, let us watch the West, the vivid glow 

That fades as my arm tightens tells a story: 
The world I must bequeathe is worth the blow 

I struck, yours too the hard bright chip of glory 


I hewed from fate, when loomed before the ships 
explosions, severed limbs, and flaming oil, 

And I pressed on, by dogged luck eclipse 
Averted when I wrenched from Death his spoil. 


Victors we are, to us the brave tomorrow, 
and yours, my daughter; shape it for mankind; 
I kiss your hands and beg they cast off sorrow, 
your clear blue eyes and pray they be not blind. 


For only love can weld all men in beauty, 
the world I leave to you must have your best: 
Rise now. Your oath you'll carry on my duty 
when I am one with sunset in the West! 


JOHN ACKERSON 

U. S. Maritime Service 
A British Port 
January 11, 1944 
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CHINA UNRETOUCHED 
SHARKS FINS AND MILLET, by Ilona Ralf Sues, Little, Brown & Co., New York, $3.00. 


In sharp contrast to the ponderous ‘tomes 
which emanate from so-called Free China, 
projecting an incomplete picture of the China 
scene, readers of Sharks Fins and Millet will 


find ample justification in its substance for. 


such a wide angle title. Wherever the author 
went, her eyes and mind were open. Whether 
in governmental China, where sharks fins are 
the supreme delicacy of official cuisine, or in 
the Border Region where millet is the sole 
and tasteless fare of nameless millions, she 
succeeded in bringing to life in word and 
photograph the broad and proper panorama. 

In 1936, Polish born Ilona Ralf Sues be- 
came discouraged with the diplomatic man- 
euvering at Geneva, where she worked for the 
Anti-Opium Information Bureau, so she 
packed her continental typewriter, camera, 
and cat, and sailed for China. 

Miss Sues’ itinerary began in gay Canton 
with its New Life Movement and factory girls 
working eighty-four hours a week for an aver- 
age of twenty Chinese dollars a month. In sad 
Shanghai the author bravely confronted the 
wicked opium czar who regularly attended 
Sunday Prayer Meetings at the Finance Min- 
ister’s home and paradoxically became the 
Director of the local Bureau of Opium Sup- 
pression! 

While in Nanking Madam Chiang Kai- 
shek hired Miss Sues to write propaganda, but 
at a party she inadvertently took the name of 
the First Lady in vain and was promptly dis- 
missed. Of the three Soong sisters (Mrs. H. 
H. Kung, Mme. Sun Yat Sen and Mme. 
Chiang Kia-shek) she quotes the saying of 
the masses: “one loves money, one loves 
China and one loves glory.” But her own 
comparisons and estimations are just as Cir- 
cumspect for she found that “Madam Sun, 
modest, warm hearted, understanding, be- 
lieves in building the country from below up- 
wards” and Madam Chiang, ambitious, tem- 
peramental, subtle, believes in building it from 
the top downward.” One is a “patient revolu- 
tionary and an enlightened democrat”—the 
other “a passionate reformer . . . and a spar- 
kling political cocktail.” 

At the home of Bishop Logan H. Roots in 
Hankow, Miss Sues met Agnes Smedley, who 
had just returned from a year’s march with 
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the Eighth Route Army, the “solid... author- — 


itative Anna Louise Strong, Peng Teh-hwai, 
China’s famous guerrilla strategist, and Chow 


— 


En-lai, liaison officer between the Eighth ~ 
Route Army and the National Government. » 


Chow gave thevdemocratic credo of his Party 
and emphasized the opinion that “Education, 


not revolution, would emancipate the nation.” , 
At Mamoo in Shensi, Miss Sues had a long > 


interview with Chu Teh, Commander and 
Chief of the Eighth Route Army and she 
found him intensely loyal to the Generalissimo 


in spite of past hostilities and the Central / 


Government blockade, which prevents the 


guerrilla forces from receiving a share of the ! 
military supplies sent to Chungking. At a }| 
mixed gathering in the parish house of the. 
Catholic Bishop, Chu Teh made a remark || 
which reveals the humanistic side of his char- || 
acter. “Our dogmas and methods may vary,” > 
he said, “but the fundamental truth is the ) 
We both believe that all men are | 
brothers, we both fight to save humanity from | 
evil, we have dedicated our lives to this cause, : 


same. 


and we are ready to die for it.” 


In beggarless Yenan where in two years the? 
population had increased from 3,000 to 30,-' 
000 it was a wonder to Miss Sues how the | 


of millet and although the people were in’| 
need of a more nourishing diet “not one per- | 
son died of famine.” ; 

In this turbulent and confused period | 
through which China is now passing, it is | 
indeed refreshing and heartening to come | 
upon a book so lucid and courageous. Sharks | 


Fins and Millet deserves a place in your 


library beside Agnes Smedley’s Battle Cry of | 


China and Edgar Snow’s Red Star over) 
China. Few authors have made China live so| 
vividly and those who hope to understand | 
what is happening in the Far East should not 
overlook this “series of big and small events, 
of great and little people observed not 
through a high-powered microscope but with 
the imperfect, naked, sympathetic, twinkling | 
eye.” 

EDWARD D. GOURLEY. 


WE PINE Rist ale! alte aE Dial. OR 


The Irgunist Hoax 


Dear Kenneth Leslie: 


Those letters, of which you sent me copies, wherein you are asked why THE 
PROTESTANT does not support the endeavors of the so-called “Emergency Committee 
to Save the Jews of Europe,” which calls itself a non-partisan, non-sectarian body, are 
of a similar content and tenor as a number of inquiries I have been receiving myself 


_ Tately. 


I generally reply to my correspondents that I know both the political motives and 
the personnel of that Committee rather intimately since they are both identical with 
those of the now defunct “Committee for a Jewish Army” with which, as you will recall, 
I was associated for a short time in the capacity of National Chairman. 

The actual directors of both these Committees, and of two others now in process 
of formation, viz. the “National Jewish Council” and the “American League for A 


_ Free Palestine” are the self-same individuals—four or five young men who were sent 
| to the United States as a “Palestine Delegation” by a small political group in the Holy 


Land known as the Irgun Zevai Leumi, or, in English: the “Nationalist Military Organiza- 
tion.” This numerically insignificant group in Palestine is modelled, structurally and 
ideologically, upon the erstwhile Social Revolutionary Party of Czarist Russia, or, if 
you wish for a nearer and closer prototype: the Macedonian Comitadjis. The Irgun is 
proscribed in Palestine because of its fascistic methods and its advocacy and employment 
of terror as a political weapon against Jews, Arabs and Britons alike. It is no exaggera- 
tion to say that ninety-five and three-quarters per cent of the Jewish population in 
Palestine have no truck or trade with the Irgun. 

In a dispatch from Jerusalem, dated February 25 of this year, the New York Times 
reported an increase in terroristic outrages in Palestine. The dispatch attributed the 
rise of violence to a renewed activity on the part of the Irgun. I say “renewed” because 
during the tragic period of disturbances in the Holy Land, back in 1936-1939, the Irgun 
made its very name obnoxious and infamous to all sincere friends of Palestine by sub- 
tracting itself from national Jewish discipline. In those years the Jewish Community 
of Palestine with one common accord decided not to retaliate, not to kill Arabs in 
retaliation for the almost daily murder of Jews and the destruction of Jewish property by 
Arabs acting under the inspiration of Axis agents. The Irgun alone abstained from 
this noble and truly Christian resolution. It is common knowledge that the Irgun did 
kill and did commit acts of violence. There were even rumors that certain members of 
the Irgun made attempts to establish contact with the Nazis in Germany with a view 
to bring about concerted action against the British in the Near East. These rumors 
were denied by the Irgun itself. 


The aforementioned dispatch to the New York Times ran as follows: 


“Jerusalem, Feb. 15—Political terrorist activity has been showing a marked 
recrudescence lately in various parts of Palestine, probably in the mistaken notion 
that it will bring about pressure on British authorities to change her present policy 
drastically in favor of extremist Jewish nationalist demands. 

“The authors of these outrages—of which the latest was the explosion of 
two time bombs placed inside British police vehicles at Haifa yesterday—belong 
to a tiny fanatical group calling itself Irgun Zevai Leumi (Nationalist Military 
Organization) whose anarchist acts have been condemned by the remainder of 
the Jewish population as harmful to the Jewish cause. Twenty dissident revo- 
lutionaries recently escaped from a detention camp near Jerusalem and are be- 
lieved to have joined their associates belonging to an even more extremist 
faction, whose leader, Abraham Stern, was shot dead during a police encounter 
in February, 1942. 

“Arab papers have joined the Jewish press in demanding the apprehension 
and dire punishment of these lawless elements.” 
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I resigned from the “Committee for a Jewish Army,” which was set up by the 
Irgunist delegation, not because of outside pressure or because I was dissatisfied with 
the salary, as has been alleged (for there was no salary or any other kind of remunera- 
tion involved at any time). I resigned, I say, because I came to the painful realization 
that the Committee’s directors, the four or five Palestinian Irgunists had not mended 
and showed no intention to mend their ways in this country, as I had at first hoped they 
would and as they had promised me faithfully and repeatedly. I had accepted the 
National Chairmanship in the first place because I believed it but right that the Jews of 
Palestine, who were fighting so glosiously in the British Armies in the Near East should 
have a military force of their own, should fight and die under their own flag and in 
their own name, as it were, and not as unknown soldiers. 


I still believe this should be so when I consider that at least a quarter of General 
Montgomery’s forces at the height of the campaign in Lybia were Palestinian Jews and 
that at present no less than sixty Palestinian Jewish units are fighting in Italy. When 
Irak, the country which called in Hitler’s Luftwaffe to stab Britain in the back, is made 
a member of the United Nations, and when Egypt whose armies did not lift one finger 
to resist the German invader and whose Chief of Staff was arrested at a moment when 
he was on the verge of flying over to Rommel with Montgomery’s secret campaign plans 
in his pocket, is treated as a loyal Ally, I think the Palestinian Jewry should at least 
be given recognition of its valor and the country of Palestine recognition of its immense 
industrial and agricultural contribution to the common victory by being permitted to 
call its army its own. 

Moreover, the constitution of an army made up of Palestinian Jews, would, I think, 
go a long way towards spiking those Goebbels-inspired whispering campaigns in this 
country of America according to which the Jews leave the fighting, the suffering and 
the dying to others. The world would know that Jews do fight and have fought mag- 
nificently in this war. 


On the strength of the promise of the Irgunists that they would not inject the 
methods and tactics of their Palestine society into American affairs, I accepted the 
Chairmanship of the “Committee for a Jewish Army.” I was to be deeply disillusioned 
and I was placed in a most embarrassing position vis a vis of many friends and eminent 
personalities who had sought to persuade me to disassociate myself from the Irgunist 
Committee. 

In spite of earnest and repeated remonstrances and protests on my part, the 
directors of the “Committee for a Jewish Army” insisted on bringing into that organ- 
ization a number of persons notorious for their reactionary past in American public 
life. They also refused to collaborate with established Jewish and non-Jewish bodies 
and organizations of a progressive, reputable and democratic character. Like the Irgun 
in Palestine, the Irgunist directors of the “Committee for a Jewish Army” wanted to 
play and did play a lone hand. 

The real reasons for my resignation were always carefully hidden or totally misrep- 
resented by the directors of the “Committee for a Jewish Army” so that many people 
till this day are and remain under the false impression that I am still an active supporter 
of the Committee or of one or more of its various offshoots and prolongations. This 
illusion was furthered a good deal by the reproduction in the Irgunist periodical The 
Answer of articles and statements from my pen which had appeared elsewhere but 
which were presented in that publication as original material. 


I never had any connection with The Answer and I stopped the sale of my recent 
book by its editors. 

With the “Committee to Save the Jewish People of Europe” which is one of the 
offshoots of the Army Committee I had no relationship whatever either. 


I am not, it goes without saying, opposed to saving Jews from Europe, and I have 
all my days been one of the most outspoken and militant non-Jewish advocates of the 
establishment of a free and independent Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine. My books 
Days of Our Years, The Time Is Now, That Day Alone and The Forgotten Ally are 
a public record to testify for me. 

But I cannot, in conscience, support a “Committee to Save the Jewish People of 
Europe,” which has neither the means, the facilities, nor, I declare, the intention to 
save Jews. 
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To speak bluntly, that “Committee to Save the Jewish People of Europe” is a hoax, 
in my judgment a very cruel hoax perpetrated on the American public, Jewish and 
/ non-Jewish alike. That Committee and its directors have but one aim in view; to 
_ increase the prestige of the outlawed political group in Palestine known as the Irgun 
and the glorification of the Irgun’s self-styled “dynamic” missionaries in this country. 

It is so easy to make a noise and create a fuss and gather a few followers, as the 
Irgunist directors of these leagues, committees and councils are doing here in America, 
| so easy when one has neither responsibility or standing. By what they do here in 
| America they hope to make an impression in Palestine and to persuade Palestinians 
that at least in the U.S.A. the Irgun is constructively active and has public support. At 
_ present the Irgunists take credit and proclaim from the housetops that they are respon- 
sible for President Roosevelt's appointment of a Committee on Refugees. This is, as 
Ludwig Lewisohn aptly remarked, like Chantecler in Rostand’s play crowing from the 
dungheap that he has made the sun rise. 


The “Committee to Save the Jewish People of Europe” has been abandoned by 
| many liberals and is today almost homogeneously made up of reactionaries on the one 
| hand and on the other hand of well-meaning persons who are distressed over the woes 
_ of Israel, but who do not know the background, the origin, the ambitions and the real 
objectives of the Committee’s parent-body and its ultimate objectives. 


I commiserate the more with these charitably-minded persons since I was once 
a victim myself, and I deeply regret that some have entered the ranks of the Irgunist 
organizations in America in a belief that I was to be one of their fellow-members. The 
explanation of the commendation which certain prominent men have given to the 
Committee’s work is simply this, that the Committee has managed to attract their atten- 
tion by the noise it makes with its vulgar, high-pressure tactics of publicity. If people 
| knew what was really involved they would have kept the Committee at a considerable 
distance. 


In the Jewish field, the Committee goes counter to and combats the internationally- 
legally established “Jewish Agency for Palestine” which is the body that represents the 
- national interests of the Jewish people in the community of civilized nations. All the 
_ Irgunist Committees; the Committee to Save the Jews, The League for a Free Palestine, 
etc., seek to disrupt established Jewish organizations, such as the Zionist Organization 
of America by means of typically facile, fascist charges and accusations of “bureaucratic 
inefficiency,” “ruling cliques,” “grand moguls,” etc. It is so easy! .. . 


You are perfectly right in your decision not to have anything to do with the “Com- 
mittee to Save the Jewish People of Europe” or with the Irgun’s next item: the “League 
for a Free Palestine.” They are both sponsored by the same Palestinian body through 
its delegation here in America: the fascist, terrorist Irgun. The Jewish people in this 
hour of their supreme anguish when three million Jews have been killed by Hitler and 
when the doors of Palestine remain closed to the refugees, undoubtedly need our 
sympathy and our help. But that help cannot be given by supporting the deliberate 
confusionists of the Irgun either here or in the Holy Land. 


PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


Protestant Collusion with Pétain 


In order to preserve the politico-economical situation it acquired in the past all over 
Europe and in Latin America, the militant Catholic Church supported, more or less 
openly and according to local conditions, the interests of the ruling classes. On the one 
hand, it restrained popular aspirations by its own means, and on the other, it collaborated 
nationally and internationally with the more or less conservative parties, even with the 
reactionaries, by placing them in power and keeping them there. 

When the forces of economic and social conservatism no longer had any confidence 
in parliamentary government, in order to protect their fortunes and privileges, they went 
over to Fascism, and the Catholic Church still continued to support them. 

It is a fact that the Roman Catholic Church always compromised, and frequently 
openly collaborated, with the leading Fascist elements and philo-Fascist classes in all 
Catholic countries. 
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In Italy, where Fascism negotiated with the Vatican, the Catholic Church officially 


supported the movement. In Spain, despite the mass of fervent Catholic Republicans, — 


Franco obtained, in advance, the support of the High Clergy when he was preparing for 
the counter-Revolution. 

As a matter of fact, the most "religious people in all Europe, the most united in the 
Catholic religion, yet entirely democratic—the Basques—were sacrificed to the counter- 
Revolution by Rome at a time when the Papacy had a decisive influence over Franco. 

In all the countries threatened by Fascism, many Catholics, who were just as fervent 
Democrats as they were fervent Christians, tried in vain to dissociate the Roman Catholic 
Church from its association with the enemies of Democracy. Amongst them were many 
of my friends, for instance, in France—Louis Martin Chauffier, the writer; in Spain, José 
Bergamin, and I know how much they despaired their lack of influence. At this point, 
I purposely refrain from mentioning names which are better known in this country. 

If it was not the same in the Protestant Church in Europe, or at least not to the same 


extent, it is obviously because the Protestant hierarchy is not generally so bound to polit- , 


ical and social conservatism. I should, however, point out that the uncontested Head of 
French Protestantism, Pastor Marc Boegner, agreed to become a member of the National 
Council formed by the ultra-reactionary Marshal Pétain, and the Fascist Pierre Laval, 
thereby cooperating, indirectly it is true, but cooperating nevertheless to the policy of 
collaboration with National-Socialist Germany. Although Pastor Boegner, like all the 


French bishops, protested against anti-Semitic persecutions, this only appears to be an 


action of no practical purport, and only of interest to be remembered at a later date. 

The gravity of this collusion between the Head of the Protestant Church in France 
and the French philo-Fascist reaction cannot be gauged because of its fatal consequences 
to the state of the democrats’ souls—those victims of the association of national Fascism 
with the Fascist and National Socialist enemy. 

In these circumstances, therefore, it is not astonishing to find that many political exiles 
and many European intellectuals who fled to the United States brought such anti-clerical 
sentiments with them, but I do not know of one religious Catholic or Protestant whose 
faith has weakened. It might be said that they have undergone an ever-increasing disso- 
ciation between their beliefs and the practice of their worship on the one hand, and their 
political struggle on the other. 

I speak with knowledge because even though I am a Catholic, I belong to a Protestant 
family which, for several generations, has furnished ministers to the Reformed Church. 

LUCIEN VOGEL. 


P.S. Please understand that when I speak of “The Churches” here, I only refer to their 
leaders. Because in all European countries conquered by the armies of the totalitarians, 
the lesser Catholic and Protestant clergy are sharing the peoples’ sufferings, often partic- 
ipating in their heroic martyrdom by carrying the battle against the oppressor. We 
know too, that in many regions, the local clergy’s participation in the secret battle of the 
Underground goes on with the blessing of certain dignitaries who are opposed to their 
leaders’ policy of compromise with the conservative, reactionary and Fascist leaders of 
civil society. This appears to be an obviously sincere action, and in agreement with 
French popular sentiment. 


Letter from Fernsworth 


The Boston Globe, as you may know, is now publishing serially the letters of Arch- 
bishop Spellman—somewhat modified as against their original form in Colliers. This 
fact has shocked liberal Americans here, and has been the cause of numerous protests 
to that newspaper. 


As a member of the Harvard Defense group, whose press committee has invited the | 
members to register their protest against the publication of these letters, I have written | 


that journal to say: 


“It is untrue that 15,000 priests were slain in Loyalist Spain. No less a source than | 


the Catholic Tablet of London long ago refuted charges like that. 
“What Monsignor Spellman should have noted was the fact that a million Spaniards 


died in that conflict—women and children among them by the hundred thousand. And | 
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these were the innocent victims of the Fascist cause which the Church supported, not 
only in Spain but elsewhere. 

“Monsignor Spellman in praising the great friend and admirer of Hitler and the pro- 
nounced foe of democracy, does no service to democracy whatever the service he may be 
performing for Franco and his Axis friends.” 

I have also written to Monsignor Spellman, as you will see by the accompanying letter 
(modified by the addition of the five words “suffering persecution for justice’s sake”), 
which if you like, you may publish. 

LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH. 


Monsignor Francis Spellman Cambridge, Jan. 7, 1944. 
Archbishop of New York 


Dear sir and fellow citizen: 

In the Globe today I read your statement that in your public pronouncements you 
follow the ten commandments, 

Can it be that you follow the ten commandments when you praise an assassin, to wit, 
Franco, who at the same time is the open friend and admirer of our enemies? Or when 
you slander a much-harassed people, suffering persecution for justice’s sake, i. e., liberty- 
loving Spaniards? Or when, with reckless abandon, you spread the untruths which you 
might well have controlled, such as that 15,000 priests were murdered in Republican 
Spain, or that the Spanish Republic set forth under Communist control? Or when you 
bring discredit on the Church by your scandalous statements and behavior? 

Or can it be that the ten commandments have been changed since I learned my 
catechism? 

Yours very respectfully, 


(Signed) LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH. 


An Unpublished Letter to the New York Times 


Your editorial, headed Izvestia and the Vatican, published Friday, February 4, 1944, 
is a damage to the truth of historical facts. I do not agree with your editorial. I agree 
in toto with Izvestia’s attack on the Vatican as “pro-Fascist.” I also know that by the 
same parallel the Vatican was “pro-German” in World War First, and should share 
the criminal responsibility. Editorials like yours are so damaging that there will be a 
World War Third, unless we think clearly now on the causes and concomitants that 
will create another post-war neo-clerico-fascistic reaction. It’s here already. Plans are 
already being laid secretly. Neo-clerico-fascism is being organized behind the Allied 
Army in Italy. 

Lest I should appear verbose, let me give you several facts and then you can draw 
your own conclusion just where the Vatican stood and stands. 

Mussolini declared in the Italian Parliament on June 21, 1921, when he was only a 
simple Fascist-Deputy: 

“I declare that the Latin and Imperial tradition of Rome is represented by Catholi- 
cism. . .. I maintain that the Universal idea which exists at Rome today is that which 
irradiates from the Vatican.” 

This Fascist-Vatican idea became a common program which was consummated with 
the Treaty, Concordat and Financial Adjustment between Mussolini and the Vatican 
in February, 1929. It destroyed all the liberties of the Italian people. It destroyed 
fifty-nine years of jurisprudence, guaranteeing Liberty, Equality of Worship and De- 
mocracy to the people of Garibaldi, Mazzini and Dante. Masons and Protestants, Lib- 
erals and Literary men were butchered! The very first article was a death-stroke to the 
first article of the Italian Statute of 1848, making the only religion in Italy the Roman 
Catholic. The others were not even mentioned. Article 18 of the Concordat states that 
Bishops in Italy were to be chosen with the approval of the fascist state, and they were 
“to take an oath” to respect the Fascist government and to do nothing “injurious to the 
Italian (Fascist) State and avoid anything which might menace it.” 

Does that oath and contract between the Vatican and Fascism make the Vatican 
Pro-Fascist? Indisputably so! What else can we conclude? An oath is a reverent 
appeal to God in corroboration of what one says, a solemn declaration under the 
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penalty of perjury. Did the Bishops commit an act of perjury? By overlooking these 
facts, your editorial becomes an attack upon the truth of facts. 

What crowns the iniquity of this Concordat was the Financial Adjustment when 
the Pope received 775,000,000 lire in cash and 1,000,000,000 negotiable governmental 
bonds with 5% interest, when Mussolini had borrowed 100,000,000 dollars (in 1925) 
from the J. P. Morgan banks of which more than half has not been paid yet. 

I am going to let a Roman Catholic make some conclusions. This is Mr. Thomas 
Ewing Moore, formerly secretary of the American Embassy at Rome, in his book 
“Peter’s City,” (MacMillan Co., 1930). He comments: 

“, . . Fascist Italy has gained the support of a large part of the moral opinion of the 
world for its future policy, and can count upon the sympathy of the Holy See and of 
the Catholics everywhere” (p. 93) ... “It was a profound sense of realities which led 
Mussolini to assume the role of Protector and Champion of the Catholic Church . . . 
The Catholic religion has become the state religion in Italy. Italy has accepted the 
Canon Law”... (p. 129). The same author quotes a Fascist-Vatican Catechism under 
the title: “Fascism and the Church”. I will give here just two questions and two answers: 

Q. “Has the Church (Roman) some particular significance for Fascism?” 

A. “... Fascism and Latin and Imperial traditions of Rome are represented also by 
Catholicism, which is a Universal idea radiating from Rome.” | 

Q. “Can Fascism be non-religious” (Catholic) ? 

A. “No. It is not Atheistic. It is an Army of believers.” 

Draw your own conclusion, Mr. Editor. 

The same thing could be said of the Vatican-Hitler Concordat signed July 20, 1933, 
by the present pope, Pacelli. I will limit myself. George N. Shuster, now President of 
Hunter College, observed then, that in bringing about the Concordat between Hitler 
and the Vatican, there was a satisfaction by the Vatican because the example of Musso- 
lini was being followed. Hitler was to become the Crusader against Russia, and the New 
Charlemagne of the Vatican. Shuster commented on this Pact thus: 

“We may sum up by saying that the Church (Vatican) has pledged itself not to | 
interfere with the progress of Fascism in Germany.” (The Commonweal for Sept. 1, 
1933-Vol. 18, No. 18). | 

Does this prove that the Vatican is pro-Fascist? 

Your comment on the contrary is false and misleading: You say: 

“Britain and the United States have friendly and’ confident relations (with the 
Vatican). These nations have no doubt where the real sympathy of the Vatican lies 
in this struggle.”. . . This statement of yours is contradicted by the above quoted facts 
and pacts, oaths and declarations. If that is what Britain and the United States really 
believe, they are living under deception, and again Izvestia is right. 


REV. B. PASCALE, Pastor | 
Italian Baptist Church, Belleville, N. J. 


Soft Peace 


You know my admiration for THE PROTESTANT and its fine and courageous stand 
on many matters. This gives me the right to criticize when I feel that THE PROTESTANT 
adopts a wrong course. Thus it is that I read with dismay a phrase such as the follow- 
ing in Mr. Schoenberner’s article: “all the many unknown heroes who are now fighting 
in the German underground risking their lives and a horrible death every day and 
night.” Mr. Schoenberner is quite correct when he speaks of these people as being 
“unknown.” Of course they are. Except for a few isolated cases there is no such thing 
as a German underground. The underground exists in the occupied countries, where the 
people do ot subscribe to Prussian militarism. 


It seems to me that, using Mr. Ludwig as a scapegoat, Mr. Schoenberner ha: 
endeavored to whitewash openly the German people. This is exactly the propagand: 
line by which the Nazis . . . and pro-Germans everywhere hope to secure a peace 
which will leave Germany in the hands of some more of those “respectable” German. 
by whom we were so successfully duped during the Weimar era. Therefore, any indi 
vidual or any agency furthering this aim is guilty, however unconsciously, of jeopardiz 
ing the chances of a lasting peace. 
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I believe that THE PROTESTANT should not open its columns to any pro-German, or 
| Pan-German, or any disseminator of untruths. Only a person in one of those categories 
/ would dare to write that most Germans hate the Nazis, a statement which you will 
| find in the next to the last sentence in the article. You are certainly aware of the fact 
_ that Germans and pro-Germans have been instrumental in founding organizations in 
| this country for this very purpose: of trying to prove that the German people and 
National Socialism are not one and the same. A “resolution” creating one of these 
organizations begins as follows: “Convinced of their deep obligation toward the 
German people . . .”—this lofty purpose to be assisted by groups of American friends 
including “representatives of religious groups, of the academic world, and of business 
and industry.” It might interest you to know that this specific organization has been 
inspired by .a Chicagoan and Geopolitician of the Haushofer school, whose letters 
against Unconditional Surrender and for a negotiated peace you can find in various 
newspapers. 

This is only one of many instances. There is a constant stream of propaganda, from 
many sources, attempting to create in our minds a differentiation between the Nazis 
and the German people, all of which has as its sole aim a soft peace for Germany. 

And without taking any stand in the personal attack on Emil Ludwig, I can state 
categorically that Mr. Ludwig is right, right beyond the least shadow of a doubt, when 
he says: “If you persist in trying to distinguish between Germans and Nazis, then 
within twenty years your sons will have to fight a third war against Germany,” and I 
fully subscribe to Mr. Ludwig’s declarations before the Congressional Committee. 

I feel very strongly that any democrat, any democratic newspaper or magazine 
taking any other stand than this is rendering a disservice to the United States and to 
humanity. 

In any case, I don’t want to number amongst my friends anyone with pro-German 
sympathies, even though they may be disguised under a cloak of “humanitarianism.” 
The European Japs have committed so many crimes against civilian populations, not 
only during Hitler’s regime, but also in the first World War that there can be no doubt 
left in the mind of any real humanitarian. 

In conclusion, what I want to know from you, Mr. Leslie, is if THE PROTESTANT 
subscribes to the theory of Franz Schoenberner. If not, it is in your own interest to 
say so in very clear words. 

IsIDORE LIPSCHUTZ 


March 6, 1944 
[The best guarantee that the Germans will not get a soft peace is the approaching 
might of the army of the Soviet Union. The Soviet Union has suffered so terribly that 
we may be sure of this. 
We believe Ludwig, consciously or unconsciously, serves the purposes of the very 
thing Mr. Lipschutz fears: a soft peace in the form of the excision of Protestant Prussia 
leaving a Catholic bloc intact— THE EDITOR] 


FCSO and the Atlantic Charter 


Your readers may be interested in the following statement adopted by a conference 
on “The Atlantic Charter and the Future of Colonial Peoples,” held in Toronto, February 
Sth. The meeting was under the auspices of the Toronto section of the Fellowship for a 
Christian Social Order. Among the speakers were Dr. W. A..Hunton, Educational 
Director of the Council on African Affairs and Dr. Frank Beare of the Presbyterian 
Theological College. 

“We urge you to support in Canada’s external affairs the implementation of the 
Atlantic Charter in relation to the colonial areas of the world and especially those within 
the British Empire. In addition, we urge support of the following objectives: 

1. The setting of definite dates for the establishment of self-government in each 
colonial area. 

2. The extension of economic aid through an international agency to colonial areas 
for the purpose of raising the standard of living of their peoples. 
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3. The development of a federation of the British West Indian Islands as a self- | 
governing dominion with the Commonwealth. 


4. The extension of democratic rights to the people of Africa. 


We urge these objectives for Canada’s foreign policy in the hope that this Dominion 
may play its full part in the development of that cooperation of equal and free peoples — 
which is essential to a peaceful world after this war.” a 

Professor Beare, a member of the Canadian Committee of the World Council of jf 
Churches’ Commission on Peace and Reconstruction, in summarizing the declarations of | 
Church conferences concerning imperialism and colonial problems, publicized the survey 
made by the World Council of Churches. 

R. A. CAMERON, 
Organizing Secretary, 
Toronto, Ontario. 


Hush-Hush and Dig Your Grave 


Mr. Joseph Brainin’s articles on the American Jewish Committee—the Jewish Dies 
Committee—deserve rave notices. { 
When will Judge M. Proskauer, Henry Ittleson Sr. and Jr., Mrs. Dorothy Nathan and © 
other be-quiet-and-anti-Semitism-will-go-away members learn that Red baiting is as j 
helpful to the promoting of Hitlerism as Jew-baiting? 7 
Are these people naive enough to believe they can defeat the forces of Fascism by — 
imitating them? Don’t they know that appeasement has failed everywhere? 4 
Walter Winchell also baits the Reds, but that doesn’t keep Rep. (for Reprehensible) 
John Rankin and others from calling him a “kike communist.” 
The America First Jewish Committee had better reconsider if it thinks the cartel | 
kings of industry and Romanism—the unholy alliance which zs Fascism—or the Cough- 4 
lins, Currans and McWilliams’ who are the errand boys, will love Jews any the more jf 
because A (F) JC baits the communists exactly as they do. \ 
Let makers of the committee’s policy be reminded that Jewish liberals and Jewish jf 
hush-hush reactionaries in the fascistized countries ended up in the same concentration ff 
camps, digging their own graves... 
LEWIS BOOTH, 
Dayton Public Service League. 


Could Willard Be “Organized”? 


This reader fails to see any cause for that apparent feeling of gratification or relief in 
the statement by Mr. Willard Johnson and others, to the effect that the recurring out- | 
rages against Jewish children and institutions were not “organized.” 

By “organized” in this connection, is obviously meant large-scale, extensive, system- | 
atic planning. Since these aggressions were committed by groups, there was of course — 
local small-group, special purpose organization, with the same results as if organized more 
elaborately. 

Precisely, that such things can take place in what one may call a spontaneous, natural © 
way, without the “benefit” or “organization,” and, according to the “explanation” by Mr. 
Johnson and others, due to the atmosphere prevailing in the home, speaks even with a — 
more terrifying eloquence as to the pace at which anti-Jewism (just as well call it by the 
right name: fete-ing Arab dignitaries is now in fashion), is spreading. 

That such is the case after years of functioning of the NCCJ, is further reason for not 
relying too trustingly on the methods of that institution. Of course the NCCJ can always 
alibi by saying the malady might have been worse without its intervention; any dispenser — 
of quack medicine avails himself of the same excuse. 

S. LOMANITZ, 
Oklahoma City. 
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